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PETITION FOR APPEAL. 
To the Honorable Chief Justice and 4-ssociate J-ustices of the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virgima: 
Your petitioner, P. T. Stiers, respectfully. shows unto the 
Court that he is aggrieved by a fuial decree entered by the 
Corporation Court of the City of Danville on June 4, 1937, 
in the chat:teery cause of Elizabeth D. Hall versu.s P. T. Stiers, 
et als, i~ w_hic)l the Corporation Court of the City of Danville 
can~l}ed a note for Five Hundred ($500.00) DollarS-tbelong- · 
ing to your pe~itioner and a deed of trust securing the same 
which had been executed and delivered to him for value by 
·Elizabeth D. Hall and which 1!-ad not been paid. 
A certified copy of the transcript of the record to the pages 
of wh~ch reference will be made. in this petition is presented 
he~eWlth. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS. 
Your petitioner shows unto the Court that on January 15, 
1937~ Elizabeth D. Hall, the plaintiff in the court below, filed 
her chancery suit against your petitioner and others in the 
Corporation Court of the City of Danville, process being re-
turnable to the third Monday in January, 1937 (~1:S. R., p. 
5). Process ·was served on your petitioner on January 15, 
1937. On February 15, 1937 (M.S. R., p. 1), the plaintiff filed 
her bill. On :tYiay 29 1937, at. 9:30 A. M. your petitioner ffied 
his answer with the Clerk of the Corporation Court of the 
City of Danville (MS. R., p. 13). It will, therefore be seen 
that his answer was filed with the Clerk one hundred and 
three (103) days· after the plaintiff's bill was filed. The plain-
tiff's depositions were not taken untillVIay 15, 1937 (MS. R., 
p. 90), and they were not certified until May 26, 1937 (MS. 
R., p. 89). They appear to have been filed o!l or before 
May 29, 1937 (MS. R., p. 97). On .that day the tr1al court en-
tered a decree striking out and rejecting your petitioner's 
answer and refusing to allow your petitioner to take and file 
his proof in this cause, to which action exception was taken 
(MS. R., p. 97). Thereafter on June 4, 1937, on the plain-
tiff's bill and depositions taken in support thereof, the court 
entered the decree cancelling your petitioner's note and the 
deed of trust securing the same. 
THE FACTS OF THE CASE AS DISCLOSED BY THE 
EVIDENCE. 
The case was, therefore, determined on the pleadings and 
evidence presented by the plaintiff. The plaintiff admitted in 
her bill (MS. R., pp. 1-4) that she had exeeuted a note for Five 
Hundred Dollars ($500.00) payable to your petitioner and 
secured the same b'y deed of trust on her property in the City 
of Danville. She claimed, however, that she had given the 
note and executed the deed of trust because your petitioner 
·refused to proceed with an effort to secure bail for her broth~r, 
who was then confined in jail on a criminal charge shown by 
the evidence to have been a charge of murder, until his fee 
had been secured. She then claimed that, after your peti-
tioner had secured her brother ~s bail, her b:r;other informed 
l1er that he had not employed your petitioner and that her 
brother subsequently employed another attorney to represent 
him in the criminal case. Claiming that the note had been 
obtained from her by false representation on the part of your 
complainant and that the consideration for which it was given 
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had failed, she prayed for a cancellation of t~e note and the 
deed of trust securing the same. 
The Note and the deed of trust were dated April 23, 1931 
(MS. R., pp. 92-93). The note was payable ten (10) months 
after its date (M.S. R., p. 93). The deed of trust was executed 
by the plaintiff as grantor to Harry Wooding, Jr., Trustee, 
and was given "in trust to secure to P. T. Stiers the .pay-
mAnt of the sum of Five Hu~dred Dollars ($500.00) evidenced 
by the note of the party of the :first part of even date with 
this deed and payable to P. T. Stiers ten {10} months from 
date at the American National Bank and Trust Company, 
Danville, Virginia, and also to secure all renewals and ex-
tensions· of said note" (MS. R., pp. 92-93). This deed of 
trust was signed by the plaintiff and was duly acknowledged 
by her before a notary public in Rockingham County, North 
Carolina. The notary's certificate stated (MS. R., p. 94): 
"***The said Elizabeth D. Hall being by me privately ex-
amined separate and apart from her said husband, touching 
her voluntary exection of the same, doth state that she signed 
the same freely and voluntarily, without fear or compulsion 
of her said husband or any other person, and that she doth 
still voluntarily assent ther·eto. '' 
The deed of trust also secured the, surety on the bail bond 
and the defendant, W. H. Foy, against any loss on account 
of executing a bail bond in the amount of Three Thousand 
( $!-1.000.00) Dollars. The cost of recording the deed of 
trust amounted to $6.70, which was paid by your petitioner, 
and the plaintiff admitted that she had never repaid him for 
this expenditure (MS. R., p. 43). 
Only three witnesses testified in the case, all introduced by 
the plaintiff, whose testimony is found in the record (MS. 
R., pp. 27-53); Mrs. Della M. Taylor, whose testimony ap-
pears in the record (MS. R., pp. 53-73 and 82-83); and James 
H. Dillard, whose testimony appears in the record (MS. R., 
pp. 73-82 and 83-89). Of these three witnesses only Mrs. 
Della Taylor had any actual knowledge of your petitioner's 
employment as counsel for plaintiff's brother, James H. Dil-
lard, as Mrs. Taylor acted as the agent of James H. Dillard, 
her former husband, in the employment of your petitioner as 
attorney for the said James H. Dillard, for the purpose of 
securing his release on bail from the jail in which he was 
confined on a charge of murder without the privilege of bail 
(MS. R., pp. 54, 55 and 65). 
It appears from Mrs. Taylor'~ testimony that she was the 
former wife of James H. Dillard, having been divorced from 
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him (MS,_.:J.l,_.,:_.p. 54); that she received notice that Dillard 
was in jail and that she went to the jail to, see him; and that 
at that time· he was confined on a charge of murder without 
privilege of bail (MS. R., pp. 54-55 and 65). . On her direct 
examination she testified that Pillard requeste<l her to get 
a bondsman and that she went to your petitioner for the pur-
pose of getting his aid in the matter. When asked: (MS. 
R., p. 55) 
_''_Why did you go to Mr. Stiers Y '' 
she answered: 
"Well, I just can't say exactly why I went to Mr. Stiers, 
except that it seems to me that in conversation with Jim 
Dillard that he told me to see Mr. Stiers. And then; Mr. 
Stiers had been employed by Jim at different times. 
"Q. On former occasions Y 
''A. On former occasions. And, naturally, I just thought of 
Mr. Stiers.'' 
She then stated that the coroner's jury had not met the 
second time when she went to your petitioner; that. at that 
time she engaged your petitioner for Mr. Dillard; that Mr. Dil-
lard was being held without privilege of bail and that they 
had to get the grand jury together again in order to place the 
b~n:d (MS. R., p. 56). Asked on her dir~ct examination: 
"Did you ask Mr. Stiers to help you in getting Mr. Dil-
lard out of jail on bond Y'' 
she answered: 
"I did.'' (MS. R., p. 56). 
_ She then testified that, after your petitioner was e~ployed, 
the coroner's jury was reassembled and the charge reduced 
from murder to manslaughter and Dillard's bail fixed at 
Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000.00). Mrs~ Taylor then called 
the plaintiff, Mrs. Hall, who was Dillard's sister and got her 
to come to your petitioner's office to assist in getting bail for 
Dillard. Mr. W. H. Foy was then called and agreed to be-
come surety on Dillard's bond (MS. R., pp. 57-58). 
At the time Mrs. Taylor called the plaintiff in another city 
on the telephone, she asked the plaintiff in whose name was 
the Danville property and the plaintiff replied that it was in 
her name (MS. R., p. 58). After the plaintiff arrived in peti-
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tioner's office, Mr. Foy, who became surety on the bond was 
~ailed, and after agreeing to become surety on the bail bond, 
Mrs. Taylor, who was present, said that there was a paper 
, which had to be signed before he could go any further. . She 
then testified that the plaintiff did not sign the paper im-
mediately, stating as her reason therefor, that she had no 
way of _paying· it; that she could not pay interest on it; and 
that if she paid it, it would have to be at the rate of one dollar~ 
two dollars and five dollars; and that the plaintiff c~ied. 
She testified that some consideral;le argument occurred over 
the execution of the deed of trust and that in the course of 
the argument the plaintiff stated that she was not employing 
a lawyer; that all she .was there for was for the purpose of 
getting a bondsman (MS. R., p. 59). The witness was then 
asked on direct examination (MS. R., p. 60): 
"You say that Mr. Stiers, at the point when he required 
her to sign the paper, stated that he would not proceed fur-
ther until the paper 'vas signed. What did he mean by pro-
~eeding further 7 '' 
to which she answered: 
"Well, I just don't understand Mr. Meade. It seemed that 
he would not go any further in fixing· up the papers for the 
bond-fixing up the bond-is the way I understood it and 
that is the way I renwmber it, because tl1ere had been no 
reference anyway, as I remember it, about employing counsel, 
because that was not our intention in going· over there. We 
did not go over there for that purpose. B~r.-t I do rem.ember 
Mr. Stiers saying that tuhoever defended lJII r. Dillard, this 
paper would have to be signed before he would go any fur-
ther.'' (Italics supplied; NIS. R., p. 60.) 
After the papers were executed, the bail bond was executed 
and Dillard released from jail. Mrs. Taylor further testified 
on her direct examination that the plaintiff, Mrs. Hall, cau-
tioned her not to say anything about what she had done (MS. 
R., p. 61) . 
. After Dillard was released he employed one, Sharp, to de-
fend him, and petitioner was not further connected with his 
case~ On Dillard's first trial a hung jury resulted. On the 
second trial he was acquitted (MS.- R., p. 63). 
On her cross examination, }firs. Taylor testified as follows 
(MS. R., p. 68). 
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''Q. But you did hear 'me tell Mrs. Hall that I would not 
go any further until the fee was secured Y 
''A. Yes, I heard you say that. 
"Q. And that was before she sig'D.ed the noteY 
''A. Before she signed the note.'' 
It also appears from Mrs. Taylor's testimony that, before 
J\llr. Foy was obtained, petitioner made an effort to secure 
other bondsmen for Mr. Dillard and that in doing so, he called 
one, John F. Scott, and one, Walter Windsor; that Windsor, 
after having the matter explained to him, stated that he was 
not in such a financial condition as would enable him to go 
on the bond, and that Scott was very rude to petitioner in de-
clining to go.on the bond (MS. R., p. 72). After that Mr. Foy 
was secured and agreed to go on the bond, and plaintiff 
agreed to indemnify l\1:r. Foy against loss by executing the 
deed of trust referred to, which also secured petitioner's fee 
of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00). 
It, therefore, appears from the testimony introduced by 
the plaintiff that at the time the note and the deed of trust 
securing petitioner's fee was executed, her brother was con-
fined in jail on a charge of murder without privilege of bail; 
that her brother's divorced wife' had interested herself in the 
matter, and after visiting· her former husband in the jail, 
went to see petitioner to employ him for the purp.ose of ob-
taining her former husband's release from jail; that peti-
tioner, thereupon, procured a rehearing of the matter before 
the coroner's jury and succeeded in having the charge reduced 
from murder to manslaughter, a bailable offense, and had the 
bail fixed at three thousand dollars; that thereafter he at-
tempted to secure a surety on the bail bond and interviewed 
at least three people for this purpose; that he explained to 
the plaintiff that, before he went any further in the matter, 
she would have to secure his fee and indemnify the surety 
on the bond; that the plaintiff objected to making herself 
responsible for the fee but :finally agTeed to do so, after pro-
testing and crying about the matter, and that later, plaintiff, 
through her attorney, Edwin B. Meade of Danville, and th~ 
firm of Sharp and Sharp, attorneys-at-law in Reidsville, 
North Carolina, attempted to settle the matter with petitioner 
by offering him One Hundred Dollars ( $100.00) for his note. 
See plaintiff's exhibits "Hall, B and C" (1\£8. R., pp .. 95-
96). 
In plaintiff's testimony no claim is made that complainant 
'vas guilty of any misrepresentation in the matter. She tes-
tified that she went in company with her brother's former 
wife and the latter's brother to petitioner's office in Reids-
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ville, North Carolina. She then testified as follows (MS. R., 
p. 29): 
"Q. Was it your understanding that Mr. Stiers represented 
Mr. Dillard Y · 
. "A. It was. 
''Q. For what purpose did you go to Mr. Stiers' office? 
''A. TQ make arrangements for bond. 
'' Q. Did you own real estate in the City of Danville, Vir .. 
,giuia, at that timet 
".A. I did. 
'' Q. When you talked to Mr. Stiers in his office did he ad· 
vise you or give you the understanding that he represented 
Mr. ,James H. Dillard T 
"A. I just took it for granted." 
Asked what plaintiff's plan. was for releasing Dillard from 
jail, the plaintiff testified: 
''Well, I don't know exactly how to put it, but he was sup-
posed-the bondsman was supposed to have .been gotten in 
North Carolina and I was supposed to have ba-cked this bonds .. 
man." (MS. R., p. 29). 
Asked: 
''Did you understand that you must furnish security to 
him to protect him in consideration of his going on Mr. Dil-
lard's bond?" 
The plaintiff answered: 
''That was my understanding." (MS. R., p. 30). 
Asked to explain why she executed a note for Five Hundred 
($500.00) Dollars to your petitioner, the plaintiff, Mrs. Hall, 
an!=;wered: 
''Well, after we g·ot the bondsman all ready, he had offered 
to go on the bond and I had offered to secure him with this 
deed of trust on my property-Mr. Stiers refused to go any 
furthP.r until I would sign a $500.00 note securing his fee.'' 
(MS. R., p. 30.) 
She then said that it was for representing her brother in the 
trial and that she executed the note thinking that it was for 
representing her brother in his trial (MS. R., p. 31). She 
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then testified that she tried through counsel to compromise 
the matter with your petitioner, saying: 
"As well as I remember, there was some effort to com-
promise it and pay him a reasonable fee for what he had 
done.'' 
but that petitioner declined her offer (MS. R., p. 34:). The 
plaintiff also testified that she was in bad health suffering 
from low blood pressure and anemic nervousness ( 1\tiS. R., 
p. 35). On cross examination she admitted that she was in 
Reidsville for two days trying to get the bail fixed, and tes-
tified in response to a question referring to petitioner's of-
fice: 
''Your office was the only place I was in the whole time 
I was in Reidsville until we went to get my brother out of 
jail.'' 
She admitted that she was not acquainted with the bonds-
man secured and that she had never heard of him before she 
met him in petitioner's office (MS. R., p. 42). The plaintiff, 
1\rlrs. Hall, had worked in a law office for four or five years 
before this transaction occurred (MS. R., p. 42). 
On her cross examination the plaintiff testified as follows 
(MS. R., p. 43) : 
"Q. And it was perfectly clear to you that I was expecting 
compensation for my services 1 
"A. No, I was not under the impression Mr. Stiers that I 
had to pay you anything. All I was under the impression 
was that whatever expense of the trial was, that Jim would 
pay that. All they 'vanted with me-Mr. Stiers or anybody 
-was to give bond. I thought that was all Mr. Stiers wanted. 
"Q. Were you not informed that I would not trust your 
brother to pay the fee? 
''A. Yes, you told me that." 
The plain~ifr admitted that she did not know what prepara-
tion petitioner had made for the trial of her brother's case 
and that she was not in a position to say what work he did 
in the matter (MS. R., p. 49). - · 
It is submitted that your petitioner was entitled to a fee 
for the services rendered by him in this matter and that the 
plaintiff's evidence shows that he was entitled to such fee 
and that the trial court clearly erred in holdin:g that he 
was not entitled to any fee. 
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ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR. 
Your petitioner, therefore, assig'llS as error the following: 
I. The action of the trial court in :finding your petitioner 
guilty of fraud; in cancelling his aforesaid note and deed of 
trust; and in holding that he was not entitled to any com-
pensation for the services rendered by him. 
II. The action of the trial court in refpsing to permit your 
petitioner to file his answer and introduce evidence in his 
own behalf. 
These assignmen~ will be discussed in their order. 
I. 
FIRST AS.SIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
The Chancellor Erred in Holdin.q that the Note for Five 
Hundred ($500.00) Dollars, Payable to Petitioner, ~Was Pro-' 
cured by Misrepresentation or llr(J!U;(], and that, Therefore, 
the Same ShoUld Be Cancelled and Rescinded, Together With 
the Deed .of Trust Securing the Bam·e. 
The statement of facts above fairly present the facts re-
lating to the giving of the Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollar 
note as narrated by the plaintiff in the court below and the 
witnesses placed on the stand by her who had knowledge of 
that transaction. 
As has been pointed out above, the court refused to per-
mit petitioner to file an answer or to introduce evidence in 
his behalf. 
No contention is made that the plaintiff employed your 
petitioner as her counsel, or that any relationship of attor-
ney and client existed between her and your petitioner. . 
The evidence shows that plaintiff's brother, one Dillard, 
was arrested in North Carolina and confined in prison with-
out the benefit of bail on a charge of murder. Dillard's di-
vorced wife, and pl~inti:ff's witness, Mrs. Della M. Taylor, 
reading in the paper that her former husband was confined in 
jail on this .charge visited him in the jail, and as a result of 
that visit went to yom' petitioner's office in Reidsville, North 
Carolina, for the purpose, she said, of getting him "to help 
me get· a bondsman.'' (}rf.S. R., p. 55.) . 
Asked why she went to your petitioner, Mrs. Taylor tes-
t~e~ (MS. R .• ~·55): 
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• 'A. Well, I just can't say exactly why I went to Mr. Stiers, 
except that-it seems to me that in the conversation with 
Jim Dillard that he told me to see Mr. Stiers. And then, 
Mr. Stiers had been employed by Jim at different times. 
"Q. On former occasions? -
''A. On former occasions. .And, naturally, I just thought 
of Mr. Stiers." 
The record shows that, in order for bail to be obtained 
for Mr. Dillard, it was necessary to havo the Coroner's jury 
reconvened and an effort made to have the charge against 
him reduced from murder to manslaughter, and after that a 
bondsman had to be obtained. 
Mrs. Taylor called the plaintiff, who was Dillard's sister, 
and requested her to come to Reidsville for the purpose of 
aiding in obtaining the release of plaintiff's brother, and Mrs. 
Taylor's former bus band. 
It appears from Mrs. Hall's answers on her cross examina-
tion (MS. R., p. 42) that she had worked in a law office for 
four or five years. It also appears that the plaintiff was 
nervous and. not in very good health, but her examination 
clearly shows, notwithstanding her protest to the contrary, 
that she knew what she was doing when she executed the note 
and the deed of trust, and that she was under no misappre-
hension as to what the .nature of her act was and as to what 
the consequences thereof would be. 
On her direct examination the plaintiff testified in response 
to examination by her attorney (MS. R., pp. 30-31) : 
'' Q. Explain why and how you executed a note of $500.00 
to Mr. Stiers T 
''A. Well. after we got the bondsman all ready, he had 
offered to go on the bond and I had .offered to secure him 
with this deed of trust on my property-Mr. Stiers refused 
to go any further until I would sign a $500.00 note securing 
his fee. 
• • 
"Q. Did you at first refuse to sign this note or undertake 
this obligation Y 
''A. I did, because I had no way of paying this note-no 
income whatever. 
'' Q. Did he continue to insist upon your executing this note 
before pr6ceeding further? 
''A. He did. and after I agreed to sign the note-before 
I agreed to sign the note I told him that I could not possible 
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pay any interest, and if I ever paid the ,note it would be in 
$2.00 and $5.00 payments, and that I could not pay any in-· 
terest at all, and he said that if I would sign it there would 
not be any interest.'' 
She further testified on her direct examination· (MS. R., 
p. 31) that a great deal of argument followed about whether 
she would execute the note ·and secure the same or not,· and 
that several hours elapsed before she agreed to do so. 
The plaintiff admitted that before the. bail bond was' ob-
tained she spent approximately two days in .your petitioner's 
office in Reidsville (MS. R., p. 40), and that she had never 
met the man who went on her brother's bond until she met· 
him in your petitioner's office (MS. R., p. 42). 
She also admitted that your petitioner made a trip to Dan-· 
ville to examine the title to her property before the deed of 
trust and notes were executed. (MS. R., p. 42.) , 
On her cross examination, she admitted that your peti- . 
tioner told her that he would not trust her brother to pay his 
fee, and that he would not look to her brother for the fee 
because he would not pay his debts (MS. R., p. 43). 
She testified, thus: · 
"Q. Were you not informed that I would not trust your 
brother to pay the fee? · 
"A. ·Yes, you told me that." 
The plaintiff further admitted, on her cross examination 
(MS. R .• pp. 43-44), that although your petitioner had sent 
her the Clerk's bill for $~.70 for recording the deed of trust 
she had never paid the same. 
While it is conceded that the relationship of attorney and 
client requires the utmost good faith on the part of the at-
torney, it is submitted that the law is well settled that an 
attorney is entitled to make a contract for his services and to 
enforce the payment of the same. 
Yates and Ayres v. Robertson if Berkeley, 80 Va. 475, 479-
480 {1885). . . 
Bruce's Ex'x. v. Bibb's Ex'x., 129 Va. 45 (1921). 
Sawyer v. Matthews, 166 Va. 177, 189 (1936). 
Thomas v. Turner's Adm'r <17 Al., 87 Va. 1 (1890). 
In the case of Sawyer v. Matthew-s,' 166 Va. 177, 189 (1936), 
it was contended that the same rule should apply in that case 
as in transactions between attorney and client, for the attor-
ney's benefit, and that the rule was that such transactions 
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are presumptively invalid. This Court, in overruling that 
clai~, said (166 Va. 189): · 
"The true rule is as stated inBr'lwe's Ex'x. v. Bibb's Ex'a;., 
129 Va. 45, 105 S. E. 570,. 572, where the lawyer himself was 
t~e 9~neficiary, and the court said: 
_: . ~\- . 
'f'While some cases have held that all such transactions 
are ·V'oidable at the election of the client, the better rule and 
the. one established by the preponderance of authority does 
not go so far. Although such transactions will be closely 
and carefully scrutinized, yet those which- are obviously fair 
and just will be upheld, and the client is not entitled to ab-
solute relief from such a contract, unless it be shown that he 
has suffered some injury through an abuse of confidence on 
the part of his attorney. 6 C. J. 686.' " 
· The record, unquestionably, shows that your petitioner ren-
dered efficient and effective legal services in and about the 
procuring of the release of· the plaintiff's -brother from jail, 
and that, in order to do so, not only did a bondsman have 
to be obtained, but some·kind of a hearing or proceeding was 
r~quired under the law of North Carolina, in order to obtain 
his bail at all. 
It is also undisputed that your petitioner made a trip from 
Reidsville, North Carolina, to Danville, Virginia, for the pur-
pose of examining the title to the property offer~d as security 
for the bondsman, and that approximately two days of his 
time was taken up with the matter. 
The fact that plaintiff's brother, after his release from 
jail, elected to employ another attorney to defend him in the 
criminal case, is no reason why your petitioner is not entitled 
to compensation for the services which he rendered in the 
matter. There is no evidence that he withdrew from the em-
ployment-the evidence is that plaintiff's brother, after his 
release, employed another attorney. 
The plaintiff may have been nervous and anemic, but she 
was not an ignorant woman. On the contrary, she was an 
P.ducated business woman, having been a legal stenographer 
for four or five years, and when it was made clear to her that 
if your petitioner's services were desired, his fee had to be 
secured, she protested for several hours until she realized 
that your petitioner's services· could not be otherwise ob-
tained and agreed to secure his fee. 
It is submitted that the court below clearly erred in can-
celling your petitioner's note and the deed of trust securing 
the same, and that there is no·evidence in the record_ to sup-
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port the finding that the same was obtained by misrepresenta-
tion and fraud. 
In Union ·Central Ins. Co. v. Wilson, 157 Va. 454, 4~6 (1931), 
this Court, quoting from the opinion in Watkins v. West 
Wytheville Land Contpany, 92 Va. at page 11, said (157 Va. 
466)! . 
''A misrepresentatiol,l~ the falsity of which will afford a 
ground of action for damages, must be as to an existing fact. 
It must be an affirmative statement or affinnation of some 
fact, in contradictdistinction .. to a mere expression of opinion, 
which ordinarily is not presumed to deceive or mislead. This 
is the general rule in all this class of cases, • «= •. ,., 
There is certainly no evidence in the record that your peti-
tioner made any misrepresentation to the plaintiff. On the 
contrary, the plaintiff· admits that she took advantage of 
your petitioner's services in obtaining her brother's release 
from the jail, and that at the time she did so she was informed 
that·your petitioner w·ould nqt trust her brother for his fee, 
and that he would not proceed with the matter unless his fee 
was secured ·by her. (MS. R., pp. 30-31, 43.) 
IndeP.d, the ·.plaintiff· offered as her witness her former 
sister-in-law, Mrs. Della M. Taylor, who was present during 
the negotiations preceding the execution of the. note and the 
deP.d of trust; and ·at the time the same were executed, who 
testified o:n her direct examinatioJ?. (MS. R., p. 60) : 
''A. * * • But I do remember Mr. Stiers' saying that who-
~ver defended Mr. Dillard, this paper would have to be signed 
before he would· go any further.'' 
It is also ·significant that at the time her brother was re-
leased the plaintiff punched her brother's former wife in the 
arm and said to her (MS: R., p. 61} .: " 
"Don't say anything about what I have done." 
· It· hardly seenis probable that the plaintiff ev~r con~ider.e~l' 
that any fraud had been committed in· the .case or_ ~ny .un.due,. 
influence had been exercised upon her· prior to the ip.stitution 
of her suit since she waited from Ap:dl, 1931, up.til ·J ariuary,. 
1937, ·to ·file her suit, and that in March R;J_ld'·April;)932, she· 
was neg·otiating through the same attorney wljo instituted th'e 
suit ·and a firm of lawyers in Reidsville, .North Carolina, for. 
the purpose of trying to get your peti~ioJ?.er to_· aoo{lpt One 
Hundred ($100.00}· Dollars for the note and the deed of trust-·' 
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which she had given to him. (See Exhibits Hall ''B'' and 
''C", MS. R., pp. 95, 96, and the plaintiff's testimony, MS .. 
R., pp. 33-34.) 
It is true that a compromise offer is not admissible in evi-
dence, but where the plaintiff voluntarily introduces an ad-
mission of this kind it becomes an admission of the utmost 
importance, for the reason that the introduction of a com-
promise offer in evidence by the party making the offer is in 
itself an acknowledgment or admission of liability. 
C. <t 0. R. Co. v. Stock, 104 Va. 97, 102-103 (1905). 
Even in those cases in which this Court has held that an 
attorney, who had rendered some services, was not entitled to 
the rull amount of the fee contracted for by reason of the 
rule uberrima fides and the ignorance of the client, this 
Court has uniformly held that that was no reason why the 
attorney should not be compensated in a reasonable amount 
for ·the services rendered by him, and in Bruce's Ea;'a;. v. 
Bibb's Ea:'a;., supra, this Court jinding that substantial serv-
ices had been rendered by Bibb to Bruce under the contract 
there disproved, and that no ad~quate compensation had been 
paid for such services, thereupon :fixed the fee to be paid and 
entered a judgment accordingly. . 
. Brt£ce's Ea;'x. v~ Bibb's Ex'a;., 129 Va. 45, 54-55 (1921.,. 
In Thom,as v. Turner's .A.dm'r. 1& Al., 87 Va. 1 (1890), in 
which this . Court held that the contract there made between 
the attorney and the client could not be sustained as such, 
nevertheless, held that the attorney had rendered valuable 
services for which a fee of Five Thousand ($5,000.00) Dol-
lars was :fixed by the Court (87 Va. 23), and held that not-
withstanding the invalidity of the contract that it should be 
permitted to stand as security for what was justly due under 
an implied contract. 
There can be no doubt about the fact that your petitioner 
did render valuable legal services in the m~tter for which the 
note for Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars secured by the deed 
of trust was given, and it is submitted that a fee of Five Hun-
dred ( $500.00) Dollars to be paid in installments of one and 
two and five dollars, without interest,· as the plaintiff says 
the agreement was, cannot be said to be an unreasona"ble or 
an unjust fee for the services rendered, especially when it 
appears that not one cent had been paid thereof, including 
the recording fee advanced by your petitioner almost six 
years after the note .had been given him and secured by the 
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deed of trust. However, it is submitted that, even though 
the contract evidenced by the note and the deed of trust is 
to be deemed invalid, valuable services having been rendered 
by your petitioner under the decisions of this Court in 
Bruce's Ex'$. v. Bibb's Ex'x.., 129 Va. 45 {1921), and Thomas 
v. Turner's .Adm'r. di .Al., 87 Va. 1 (1890), he is clearly en-
titled to compensation and to a 'lien under the deed of trust 
for the amount due him therefor, and that the Oorporation 
Court of the City of Danville clearly erred in cancelling your 
petitioner's note and the deed of trust securing the same as 
it did by the decree of June 4, 1937. (MS. R., pp. 98-99.) _ 
It is, therefore, respectfully submitted that the aforesaid. 
qecree should be reversed and a judgment entered for your 
petitioner on his note for the sum of Five Hundred ($500.00) 
Dollars, or for such amount "thereof as this Honorable Court 
deems reasonable and proper, and the security of the afore-
said deed o£ trust reinstated for the purpose of insuring the 
payment of the same. 
IT. 
SECOND ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
The trial court erred in refusing to permit your petitioner 
to file his answer and to introduce evidence in his own be-
half. 
It is true that your petitioner did not file his answer within 
ninety days from the date process was served . o~ him. The 
answer was filed, however, shortly after the expiration .of the 
ninety days. The object of the answer was not to delay the 
eause but to set forth your petitioner,.s side of the case, prac-
tically all of the allegations o£ the answer being sustained by 
the testimony introduced. by the plaintiir. At the time the 
answAr was tendered, the plaintiff had just finished the taking 
of her testimony in the case, and nothinq; contained in the 
answer (MS. R., pp. 13-21) and the exhibits therewith (MS .. 
R., pp. 22-26) would have necessitated the taking of further 
testimony on the part of the plaintiff. 
From what has been said in the statement of facts and in 
the discussion of the iirst assignment of error, it is plain 
that the decree entered by the Corporation Court of the Cicy 
of Danville is clearly contrary to the law and evidence in the 
case, and that the ·plaintiff is not entitled, on the record be-
fore this court, to any such relief as was granted to her by 
the trial court. 
In GrOIJI v. Francis, 139 Va .. 350, 358-359 (1924), this court, 
in construing Section 6122 of the Code, said: 
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. uThA statute last mentioned is a wholesome one, which 
should ~e ·firmly enforced, and doubtless it was this consid-
erution ··which led the learned trial judge to make the ruling 
he did. But the statute should be so enforced only in ac-
cordance -with its true intent and meaning. And while we 
'\YOuld not weaken, in the slightest degree, the vitality of the 
statute, .we.tbink that that meaning and intent is this: That 
after the si:i'months mentioned in the statute, the defendants 
to. a suit in equity upon whom process has been served (as to 
whom· the situation is that the bill has been taken for con-
fessed), are to be held bound by their confession of the. 
truth and accuracy of the alleg·ations of the plain-
tiffs' bill, which the law imputes to, them .because of 
t;heir silence, and which is involved as the result of the bill 
being taken for confessed,- unless such defendants can purge 
themselves from· the intendment thus imposed by law under. 
such cir~u~tall.ces. ThP.- intendment is directed chiefly· 
against peifiiitting a· defendant, by filing· his answer, or other· 
defense, after the limit of time specified in the statute, to 
put the plaintiff to further proof than that already theretofore 
made, thus working a delay or continuance, because of matters 
not previously ·alleged and which thereby, for the first time, 
sought to be put in issue; such intendment not being directed 
against error apparent on .. the face of the record already 
'd" 1!1~ e.. , -~ . . . . · . 
. In,citing with -~pproval the West Virginia ~as~ of Wilson 
v;Kenn-edy; 63 W. Va.1, 59 S. E. 736 (1907), th1s Court quoted 
the:-~ollowing from that case (139 Va .. 360): 
. ''It~ ·apparent object is to prevent delay or dilatory ac-
tion in. the course of· chancery ·proceeding, at the same time 
gfvi}lg· the right to defendant to b~ heard • *. * ~rovided his 
~nswer does not delay the progr~s~. of_ the smt. • •.'' 
:·.r~~ the ~a~e of Carpenter v. In,qram, 15·2 Va. 27,-35 (1929), 
(1,ray. v. Francis, S'ltpra, was cited with approval; ·and this 
~ourt speaking through Mr. Chief Justice Campbell, then 
Campb~ll, J., said that the provisions of .Section 6122 of the 
Cpde were not mandatory, but that on the contrary (152 Va. 
3~) : '' ~ • .:~~s The intention as e~pressed in the language of the 
t:!ct. was to V'est in the trial court a judicial discretion, the . 
exercise of which should be subject to appellate review. It, 
is_ impossible to lay down a rule which ·will be binding in all., 
c·ases. '~ r . . ' • ~. 
··., i:t is· submitted that the holding of the trial court in the: 
d~~reP. of .June 4, 1937, is with-out support in the evidence and 
clearly contrary ~o .the law in this State as laid down in re-: 
.-
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peated decisions ··of this Court which have been cited in the. 
discussion of the first assignment of error. Even though the 
court niay have believed that the fee charged by your peti-
tioner was excessive, it was an admitted fact that your peti-
tioner did perform valuable legal services for the benefit of 
the plaintiff below, which services he expressly refused to 
perform unless a note for his fee and a deed of trust secur-
ing the same was given to him. He was certainly entitled 
to compensation for these services and it was clearly error 
for the trial court to cancel the- note and the deed of trust se-
curing the same for the entire obligation. Indeed, the plain-
tiff admitted that she had executed the deed of trust in part 
for the benefit of Foy, the surety on her brother's bond, to 
indemnify him against loss by becoming surety on the bail 
bond. She admitted that your petitioner· paid the cost of 
recording ihis deed of trust and that she had never reim-
bursed him therefor. As an evidence of the injustice of the 
decree complained of, your petitioner's lie.n for the fee thus 
paid by him. was likewise wiped out by that decree. · 
It is, therefore, respectfully submitted that the decree of 
the Corporation Court of the City of Danville here complained 
of is clearly erroneous and th~ t th~e same should be reversed 
and such judgment entered by this Court as should have been 
entered by the Corporation Court of the City of Danville; 
or the case remanded for further proceedings, with leave to 
your petitioner to file his answer therein and to produce his 
evidence. 
}""or the foregoing reasons, your petitioner respectfully 
prays that he may be granted an appeal from the decree com-
plained of; that this cause may be~ reviewed and the said de-
cree reversed and a judgment rendered in favor of your peti.:. . 
tioner in the matters herein complained of. 
Your petitioner adopts this petition as his opening brief 
and avers that on November 20, 1937, at 11 :OQ o'clock A. M., 
his counsel, Leon M. Bazile, dispatched by United States mail 
a copy of this petition to 1\fessrs. 1\feade and Talbott, Attor-
nP.ys-at-law, at Danville, Virginia, the attorneys who repre-
sented the plaintiff in the court below. . 
Your petitioner respectfully prays that ·he may be granted 
an oral hearing on his application for an appeal. 
Respectfully··submitted.this 20th day of November, 1937. 
.A:LFRED .T. KIRSH, 
LEON M. BAZILE, 
Counsel. 
P. T. STIER.S, 
"By counsel. 
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The undersigned attorney-at-law practicing in the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, certifies that in his opinion 
there is error in the decree complained of in the foregoing 
petition, for which the same should be reviewed and reversed. 
LEON M. BAZILE. 
Received, November 20, 1937 .. 
M .. B. W ATToS, Clerk. 
Rec"d. Dec .. 3, 1937. 
Appeal granted. Bond $300.00 .. 
Dec. 14, 1937. 
Received December 15, 1937. 
RECORD 
c. v. s. 
c. v. s. 
M:. B.~ 
Pleas before the Judge ·of the Corporation Court of Dan-
. Ville at the Courthouse thereof on the 4th day of June, 1937. 
Be it remembered that on the 15th day of February, 1937, 
came Elizabeth D. Hall and filed her Bill of Complaint against 
P. T. Stiers & W. H. Foy in the following words and fignres, 
to-wit: · 
In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
BILL OF COMPLAINT .. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
'V. 
P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy. 
To The Honorable H. C. ·Leigh, Judge of the Corporation 
Court of Danville : · 
Your complainant, Elizabeth D. Hall, respectfully repre-
sents unto your Honor that she is seised and possessed of a 
certain dwelling house and lot situate on Baugh Street in the 
City of Danville, Virginia. 
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.. Tha,t prior to .April 23, 1931~ her brother, J. H. Dill~,r~, 
then living in Reidsville, N ortn Carolina, was arrested in 
~aid State on a criminal charge and held by the authoritie~ of 
said state in the County jail at vVentworth, North Carolina; 
that she was living at Hickory, N o"rth Carolina, at the time 
of such arrest, and was requested to go to Reidsville to as-
sist in obtaining the release of her said brother from said 
jail; that at the time of such request she was highly nervous 
and in bad health, but she went to Reidsville for the purpose 
of giving bond for her said brother; that his wife took her 
to the office of P. T. Stiers, a Reidsville Attorney, who rep-
resented to her that he was employed by J. H. Dillard, her 
brother to defend him in the criminal proceedings then pend-
ing against him in the Superior Court of Wentworth County; 
that the said P. T. Stiers arranged with W. H. Foy, a rest-
dent of North Carolina to act as surety on th~ recognizance 
bond of her said brother ; provided she would protect the 
said W. H. Foy by executing a deed of trust ori.her r~al es-
tate in Danville, Virginia, to save him harmless from all loss 
which he might sustain by reason of such act; that complainant 
agreed to protect the said W. H. Foy as afor~said; 
page 2 } but the said P. T. Stiers refused to proceed further 
with· the alleged representation until and unless 
-complainant also secured by said deed of trust the payment 
of his fee for representing the said J. H. Dillard in said crimi-
nal proceedings; that complainant, in a highly nervous state 
of mind, after much hesitation and after impressing upon 
the said Stiers that she had no income with which to pay said 
note or any interest thereon, and being assured by him that 
no interest would be charged, was :finally persuaded and in 
duced to execute said deed of trust provided by the said P. T. 
Stiers at twelve o'clock at night in his office at Reidsville, at 
tbe time relying upon the representation that the said P. T. 
Stiers had been employed as aforesaid by her said brother, 
J. H. Dillard, a copy of which deed of trust is filed herewith 
as "Exhibit Hall .A"; 
That the said W. H. Foy acted as surety on said recog-
nizance bond of J. H. Dillard, who was released from jail; 
that when complainant talked with her said brother, J. H. 
Dillard, whom she had not seen prior to his release from jail, 
and advised him of what had taken place in the office of the 
said P. T. Stiers, and the execution of the deed of trust afore-
said, he promptly informed her that he had not employed the 
said Stiers as his eounsel to represent him in the Superior 
Court of Rockingham County and that he would not allow the 
said Stiers to appear for him in said Court; that the said 
,T. H. Dillard was actually represented by other counsel at 
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his trial in said· court and was acquitted of the charges pre-: 
ferred against him, and that said P. T. Stiers rendered no 
professional service to the said J .. H. Dillard after his re_. 
lease from jail and was not employed by the said Dillard to 
render him such services prior to· said release ; · 
·. That the said J. H. Dillard in no way forfeited his recog..: 
nizance bond, and, in fact, was acquitted as aforesaid; that 
the said W. H. Foy has not suffered any los~ ·by reason of 
hi.s .acting as surety aforesaid; that the terms upon which the 
note for Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000.00) executed by 
complainant and secured by said deed of trust were payable 
_ have been fully satisfied, yet the said W. H. Foy, 
page 3 r although requested to do so, has refused to release 
the said deed of tru~t as to said obligation secured to him, and has informed complainant that he does not hold 
note payable to. his order as aforesaid, but that said note is 
contained in the files of the sa:Ld P. T. Stiers ; 
That the said P. T. Stiers has never instituted legai pro-. 
ceedings for the collection of complainant's note in the 
amount of Five Hundred dollars, but refuses to return said 
note to complainant and mark said deed of trust satisfied; 
that said note now remains in his hands or until recently was 
held by him.; that complainant's note in the amount of Fiv~ 
Hundred Dollars ($500.00) payable to the said P. T. Stiers 
and secured aforesaid, was abtained from her by the false 
represe11:tation of the said Stiers; that the consideration for 
which said note was given has failed, due to no fault or act 
of the complainant; . 
· . 'rhat under the facts and circumstances hereinbefore al-
lr.ged complainant is entitled to a ·cancellation of her note in 
thP. amount of Three Thousand. Dollars ( $3,000.00) payable 
tp_W. H. Foyaforesaid; that complainant is ~ntitled to rescind 
and cancAl said note in the amount of Five Hundred Dollars 
($500.00) given to the said. P. T .. Stiers; that complainant is . 
also entitled to a release and cancellation of said deed of 
trust, which constitutes a cloud upon the title to her real es-
tate in the City Qf Danville, Virginia aforesaid. 
Inasmuch as your complainant is without remedy save in 
a. court of Equity, where .such matters are heard and re-
dressed, she humbly prays that the said P. T. Stiers and W. 
H. Foy may ~be made parties defendant to this cause and re-
quired to answer the bill of complaint but answer under oath 
is P,ereby expre.ssly waived; that said note executed by com-
pl_ainant in the amount of Three Thousand Dollars ( $3,000.00) 
p~yabl~ toW. H. Foy, and the note executed to P. ·T. Stiers 
may be cancelled; that the cloud on the. title to complainant's. 
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. . real estate in the City of Danville caused by the 
puge 4 ~ deed of trust securing said notes and apparently out-
standing and enforceable, may be removed by the 
cancellation and release of the lien of said deed of trust; that 
all accounts and orders which are proper may be taken and 
m~de in this cause; and that your .complainant may be granted 
all other further and .general relief as to Equity and good 
conscience may seem meet; and as in duty bound she will 
ever pray, etc. 
Respectfully submitted, 
(Signed) ELIZABETH D. HALL. 
}firJADE & T:A-LBOTT, Attorneys. 
Summons in Chancery. 
The Commonwealth of Virginia. 
To the Swrgf'O!nli =qf the rCity of Da'fi!Ville-G1·eeting: 
"\VE COMMAl\TD YOU TO ·suMMON P. T. Stiers if he 
be found in your bailiwick, to appear at the Rules to be held 
in the Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court of Danyille, on 
the Third Monday in January, 1937, to answer .to a bill in 
~hancery exhibited in said court against him by Elizabeth D. 
Hall and have then there this writ. 
Witness, Otis Bradley, Clerk of our said Court, at the 
Courthouse thereof, this 15th day of January, 1937, in the 
161st year of the Commonwealtl1. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
(137-8. 
SUM.iv.IONS IN CHANCERY. 
Eliza beth D. Hall, 
. '/). 
P. T. Stiers. 
CORPORATION COURT. 
Returnable third Monday in January; 1937. 
~IEADE, ~IEADE & TALBOTT, 
. Attorneys for Plaintiff. 
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Executed on the 15th day of January, 1937, by delivering 
a true copy of the within summons in Chancery to P. T. 
Stiers, in person. All done within my bailiwick. 
Fee 75¢ due. 
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Elizabeth D. Hall, 
'IJ. 
P. H. LYON, Sergeant, 
City of Danville, Danville, 
Virginia. 
DECREE. 
P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy. 
Be it remembered that on February 8, 1937, in the Clerk's 
office aforesaid the following was decree was entered : 
It appearing to the Court that W. H. ·Foy one of the de-
fendants is a non-resident of the State of Virginia and has 
not been served with process, it is ordered that this cause 
be proceeded against said W. H. Foy by order of publication, 
but for good cause shown it is ordered that publication of 
said order in the newspaper be dispensed with. 
page 7 ~ Summons in Chancery. 
The Commonwealth of Virginia. 
To th-e Ser,qeant '1Jf the City of D.arvtJiille-Gre~ting: 
WE COMMAND YOU TO SUMMON W. H. Foy, (having 
been made party defendant by Decree entered on the 27th day 
of January, 1937, in the Chancery cause under the .style of 
Elizabeth D. Hall, plaintiff, against P. T. Stiers defendant) 
if he'be found in your bailiwick, to appear at'the Rules to be 
held in the Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court of Danville, 
on the Third Monday in :!\{arch, 1937, to answer to a bill in 
chancery exhibited in said court against bini & P. T. Stiers 
by Elizabeth D. Hall and have then there this writ. 
Witness, Otis Bradley, Clerk of our said Court, at the 
Courthouse thereof, this 27th day of January, 1937, in the 
161st year of the Commonwealth. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
(#137-8 
P. T. Stiers v. Elizabeth D. Hall. 
SUMJ\!IONS IN ·CHANCER·Y. 
Making new party deft. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
'V. 
P. T. Stiers, &c. 
CORPORATION COURT. 
Returnable third Monday in March, 1937. 
Not found. 
MEADE, MEADE & TALBOTT, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff. 
P. H. LYON, Sgt., 
by: N. E. DIXON, 
Dept. Sgt. 
page 8 } In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
v. 
P. T. Stiers. 
ORDER. 
23 
Be it remembered that on January 27, 1937, in the Clerk's 
office aforesaid the following order was entered: 
It appearing that full justice cannot be do~e and the whole 
controversy in this cause ended Without the. presence of W. 
H. Foy as a party defendant to said cause, the Clerk of this 
Court is ordered and directed to issue proper process against 
and make the said W. H. Foy a party defendant in said cause. 
page 9 ~ (OERTIFICATE OF CLERK AS TO MAILING 
COPY ORDER PUBLICATION). 
Clerk's Office, Corporation Court .. 
Danville, Virginia. 
I, Otis Bradley, Clerk of the Corporation Court of Dan-
ville, Virginia, hereby certify that on the 8th day of February, 
1937, I sent by mail a copy of the attached order of publication 
to W. H. Foy, the non-resident defendant mentioned in same, 
- addressed to him, at Reidsville, N. C. his last known place of 
abode. 
Given under my hand, this the 8th day of February, 1937. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
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page 10 ~ Clerk~s Office, Corporation Court, 
Danville, Virginia. 
I, Otis Bradley, Clerk of the Corporation Court of Dan~ 
ville, in the said .State of Virginia, do hereby certify that a 
copy of the attached order of Publication was posted at the 
front door of the Courthouse of said City on the 15th day of 
February, 1937, as required by law, and that same was posted 
at the front door of the Courthouse once· a week for four suc-
cessive weeks. · · 
Given under ~y hand this the 18th day of March 1937. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
page 11 ~ (AFFIDAVIT). 
Clerk's Office Corporation Court of Danville, Va. 
IN CHANCERY. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, Plaintiff, 
against 
P. T. Stiers, and W. H. Foy, Defendants. 
I, Otis Bradley, Clerk of the Corporation Court of Dan-
ville, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that Edwin 
B. M.eade this day personally appeared before me in my Of-
fice in said city, and made oath that W. H. Foy the defendant 
in the above styled suit, is a non-resident of the State of Vir-
ginia, and that his last known place of abode and address was 
Reidsville, · N. C. 
·:Given under my hand this the 8th day of February, 1937. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
page 12 ~ ORDER OF PUBLICATION. 
Virginia: 
In the Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court of Danville, 
on the 8th day of February, 1937. 
. IN CH.A.NCE·RY. 
lnlizabeth D. Hall, Plaintiff, 
A,gainst 
P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy, Defendants. 
The object of this suit is to cancel certain notes secured 
in a deed of trust from Elizabeth D. Hall to Harr:y Wooding, 
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Jr. Trustee, payable toP. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy, and to 
discharged and release said deed. of trust . 
.' And an affidavit having been made and dnly filed that W. 
:a. Foy one of said defendants, is a non-resident of the State 
of Virginia, it is therefore ordered that he do appear here 
within ten days after due posting of this Order of Publication 
once a week for four successive weeks, at the Courthouse 
door of the City of Danville,. V a., and do what is necessary 
to protect his interest in this suit. 
A Copy-
Teste: 
~EADE & TALBOTT, F. C. 
OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
page ta} Be it remembered on May 29, 1937, at 9:30A.M. . 
the following Answer was filed ~th the clerk of the 
Corpor& tion Court of Danville: 
In the CQrporation Court for the City of Danville. 
ANSWER. 
Elizabeth .D. Hall, 
v. 
P. T. Stiers &j W. H. Foy. 
·. 'rhesf' respopdents reserving to themselves the be~e:fit of 
all just exceptions to the said bill of complaint, for answer 
thereto, or to so much thereof as he is advised that it is ma-
terial that they s4ould answer, answers and says: 
That your defendant, P. T. Stiers, is a duly and regularly 
licensed and practicing attorney-at-law in the State oi North 
Carolina and resides at Reidsville, Rockingham County, 
North Carolina. 
That your defendant, W. H. Foy is a resident citizen of 
North . Carolina and likewise resides at ·Reidsville, Rocking-
barn Co11nty in said state. 
That the· plaintiff, Elizabeth D. Hall is a resident Gitizen 
of North Carolina ·and resides in Hickory, Catawba County, 
North Carolina. 
. That on Monday, A.pril 20, 1931 J. H. Dillard, a resident 
~iti~en <;>f. Reidsville,. Rockingham County, North Carolina was 
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ordered.held for murder without the privilege of bond upon 
the following report and verdict of a coroner's inquest of 
Rockingham County, North Carolina. The said J. H. Dillard 
being present at said hearing but not represented by your 
respondent at that time .. 
''State of North Carolina 
. Rockingham County 
In the Matter of 
Minnie Mills, deceased. 
Before, C. R. 'Wharton, coroner 
Rockingham County. 
BE IT REMEMBERED, that on the 20th day of April, 
1931, I, Dr. C. R. Wharton, .Coroner of Rockingham County, 
attended by a jury;of good and lawful men, viz: G. R. Lander, 
J. B. Stacy, J. H. Carter, J. F. Hooper, Tom Austin, Harry 
Mille:r, by me smnmoned for that purpose; according to law, 
after being by me duly sworn and impaneled, at Ruffin, Town-
- . ship, Rockingham County, did hold an inquest over 
page 14 ~ the dead boy of 1\tfinnie Mills and after viewing the 
corpse and examining· into the facts and circum-
stances of the death of the. deceased, and after hearing all the 
testimony to be procured, the said jury find as follows, that 
is to say: 
MinniA Florence Mills came to her death by being struck 
by Essex Coupe driven by James Dillard and occupied by 
J. E. Woodall and Edward W oodal at about 1 P. M. April 
20, 1931. And the said James Dillar, J. E. Woodall, and Ed-
ward Woodal be confined in the Rockingham County Jail un-
til trial in the Superior Court without bond. 
J. B. STACY, Foreman 
G. R. ·LANDEN 
J. H. CARTER 
FRANK HOOPER 
H. B. MILLER 
TOM AUSTON 
Inquest had and signed and sealed in the presence of 
Seal 
Seal 
Seal 
Seal 
Seal 
Seal 
C. R. WHARTON, 
Coroner Rockingham County. 
That upon said report and findings of the Coroner's In-
quest the said J. H. Dillard was lodged in the Common Jail 
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of Rockingham County at Wentworth, North Carolina April 
20,1931. . 
That on the morning of Tuesday, April 21, 1931 the said 
J. H. Dillard sent his brother-in-law, .one McCollum to see 
the respondent, P. T .. Stiers, to secure the professional serv-
ices of the said P. T. Stiers, who accompanied the brother-in .. 
law to the Common Jail of Rockingham County, at Went-
worth, North Carolina. Whereupon the said J. H. Dillard 
employed the respondent P. T. Stie~s to represent him in his 
professional capacity in an effort to see if bail could not be . 
secure and to make the necessary legal proceedings in connec:. 
tion therewith. That the said J. H. Dillard contracted and 
agreed to pay the respondent P. T. Stiers $500.00 for his pro-
fessional services in connection therewith. 
That the said J. H. Dillard had for some years prior there-
to been engaged in the sale of Gas, Oil and automobiles in 
Reidsville, Rockingham County, North Carolina and respond-
ent P. T. Stiers had represented him in his professional ca-
pacity on numerous occasions in respect to variouE$ suits 
brought against the said J. H. Dillard in connection with the 
operation of his business. And also appeared fQr the said 
J. H. Dillard in various suits against individuals .and cor-
porations. That it was exceedingly difficult .to col.:. 
page 15 ~ le~t fees from the said J. H. Dillard and ·at the 
time of said occurrence in which the said J. H. 
Dillard was being held for murder without the privilege of 
bond contempt proceedings were pending against the said 
J. H. Dillard in the Superior Court of Rockingham County, 
North Carolina in the case of Auto Service BtatiJon, Inc. v. 
J. H. Dillars, Della M. Dillard· a;nd H e.nry Ware in respect 
to violating a restraining order issued by the Honorable 
Thomas J. Shaw, one of the Superior Court Judges of North 
Carolina and that about May, 1930 prior to the charges of 
murder herein mentioned, the said J. H. Dillard and his wife, 
Della M. Dillard filed a voluntary petition in bankruptcy in 
the District Court for the Middle District of North C'arolina, 
Greensboro Division, and were later adjudged bankrupts 
hereon. That your respondent, P. T. Stiers, well knew that 
the said J. H. Dillard and his wife, Della M. Dillard were 
financially unable to pay counsel a fee or to provide bail, or 
to secure and make save a bondsman for the said J. H. Dil-
lard and that the entire burden rested upon the respondent 
P. T . .Stiers in connection therewith. -
That the respondent P. T. Stiers refused to have anything 
to do with the case whatsoever unless his fee of $500.00 was 
in some manner secured. Whereupon, said J. H. Dillard sug-
gested that his sister, Elizabeth D. Hall, the plaintiff in this 
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cause, would aid him i.n connection with the se~uring of sai~ 
fee and the arranging of bond if bail was permitted. 
Whereup.on the wife of the said J. H. Dillard communicated 
with the plaintiff on April 21st, 1931 and advised the respond-
e:r;tt.)?.. T. Stiers, that she the said plaintiff would secure ~aid 
fee_ all:d :bond if bond could be arranged and came to Reids-
ville-to see your respondent about 10:00 o'clock A-M. Wed-
nesday, April 22nd, 1931; whereupon your respondent went 
over the ·matter in detail with the plaintiff advising her that 
he would not have anything further to do with said matter 
unless his fee of $500.00 was secured. 
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. fee of $500.00 by a second Deed of Trust on Real 
Estate in the City of· Danville, State of Virginia. The first 
Deed of T..;ust being in the approximate sum of $1,700.00. 
. Th~t under the judicial Rystem of North Carolina at that 
time the state was divided into 20 judicial districts with a 
resident Judge in each district; the resident Judge of the 
11th district, in which Rockingham County was located re-
sided at Walkertown, Forsyth County; however said resi-
dent Judg·e circulated and held court in various districts of 
the state, and the only method provided by la"r to secure the 
release of the said J. H. Dillard from the Common Jail on 
bond was upon a writ of habeas corpus issued by a superior 
Court Judge, or a Supreme Court Justice or else to secure a 
new trial before the Coroner's Jurv. 
That your respondent in order to act as expeditiously as 
possible petitioned the coroner's jury for a new trial, whieh 
said petition was allowed and upon the second hearing of the 
coroner's jury secured by the efforts of the respondent, P. T. 
Stiers, bail for the ~aiel J. If. Dillard was authorized by the 
coroner's jury and fixed in the sum of $3,000.00 by said jury; 
whereupon on 1\Iay 23, 1931 the plaintiff and your respond.:. 
ent P. T. Stiers 'vent to Danville, Virginia and abstracted the 
title of certain real estate in the City of DanYille, belonging 
to the plaintiff. · · 
After various unsuccessful efforts on the part o£ your re-
spondent P. T. Stiers to secure a bondsman for the said J. 
H. Dillard by reason of the insolvency of the sfl.id J. H. Dil-
lard, the respondent P. T. Sti(n•s induced a friend of this re-
Rpondent, to.:. wit: W. H. Foy, a large property holder in Rock~ 
ingham County, North Carolina ·to sign and justify to said 
bond in the surn of $3,000.00 about 10 :00 o'clock P. 1\1:. on the 
evening of .April 23, 1931. 
Whereupon the note in the sum of $500.00 to secure re-
spondent's fee and the note in the sum of $3,000.00 to save 
ha~mless ·the said ·w. H. Foy, by reason of his signing said 
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appearance bond; both of said notes being secured 
page 17 ~ by a second De,~d of Trust, recorded in Deed Book 
147 at page 408 in the Clerk's offiee of the Cor-
poration court for the city of Danville, ·virginia, on a cer-
tain lot upon which was situate a seven room dwelling house 
on the North side of Baugh Street in the City of Danville, said 
lot being 60 feet front on Baugh Street and running baek a 
depth of 147~2 feet and covered by a prior lien in approxi-
mately $1,700.00 as aforesaid. 
That the respondent P. ~- Stiers, gave said matter careful 
and diligent attention and exercised his best legal judgment 
in securing the release of the said J. H. Dillard from the com-
mona Jail of Rockingham County, North Carolina. That the 
said J. H. Dillard claimed at the time he employed your re-
spondent April 21, 1931 that. he was in S. Boston, Virginia 
at the time of said occurrence and gave your re~pondent a list 
· of the following witnesses to prove an alibi, to-wit: 
lVIr. W. A. 1\IcCanleE:s, President Halifax Cotton ::Mills, 
South Boston, Virgin1a, 11:35 .li .. Ivf. on April 20, 1931. 
· Mr. B. F. Speer, Superintendent Halifax Cotton }fills, 
South Boston Virginia, 11 :35 A. 1\t on April 20, 1931. 
Mr. C. L. Pierce, Inerchant, South Boston, Virginia, 1.1 to 
12 .A. M. on April ;20, 1931. _ 
Mr. John F. R.edcl, Parts Man~ Crowell Auto Company, 
South Boston, Virginia, 11.:55 A. M .... L\.pril 20, 1931. 
1\fr. C. C. Chaney, l\ferc.hant at Bnrchland Park, Paces, 
Virginia, 12:30 to 1 P. !{. on April 20, 1931. 
Mr. J. L. Hudgins, Service Station Operator, R.oute 4, Dan-
ville, Virginia, around 1 P. fif. on April 20, 1931. 
Mr. L. G. Lewis, Deputy Sheriff, Danville, Virginia, at 
Moffett l\{emorial Church around 1 P. 1\f. on .A.pril 20th7 1931. 
1\fr. J. R. Bell, Ex-chief of Police, Danville, 'Ta., April 20, 
1931. 
Wl1ich said evidence was used in securing a re-hearing by 
the coroner's jury and the fixin~ of bail. That your respond-
ent P. T. Stiers 1.oade several trips to V-t entworth, Danville 
and other places checking up on said information in addition. 
to abstracting the title to the property offered as security 
to the fee and bond and and in presenting- said evidence be-
fore the second coroners inquest at Ruffin, North Carolina. 
This respondent devoting his personal attention and profes-
sional training to said matter. 
page 18 ~ And that. said services rendered by the said re-
. spoildent, P. T. Stiers was reasonably worth the 
sum of $500.00. ' 
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That the notA in the sum of $500.00 was not to bear interest 
until after the maturity, said note m.aturing 10 months from 
April 23, 1931, to-wit: February 23, 1932, that at the time 
of the execution of said Deed of Trust the plaintiff objected 
to paying interest until the maturity of said note and the 
claus A in said Deed of Trust, "With interest thereon from 
date at the the rate of 6% per annum'' was stricken out at the 
instance and request of the plaintiff prior to the execution 
thereof. 
That the plaintiff was in Reidsville practically all day in 
the office of this respondent on Wednesday April 22;-1931, and 
the greater portion of the day on Thursday, April 23, 1931, 
except when the respondent P. T. Stiers carried the plaintiff 
to Danville, Thursday April 23, 1931; to abstract the title to 
said property and was conversant. And at all times knew 
the effort the respondent, P. T. Stiers was making to secure 
her brother's release from the c.ommona Jail of Rockingham 
County and a bondsman for him and at all times agreed to 
pay the respondent P. T. Stiers his fee of $500.00 :for his 
services in connection therewith which said fee was reason-
able and proper under all of the facts and circumstances and-
was in strict accordance with the laws of the state of North 
Carolina where said contract was made and entered into and 
that said laws of the state of North Carolina is hereby pleaded 
in bar of the plaintiff's rig·ht to maintain this action in the 
State of Virginia, the plaintiff and defendant being resident 
citizens of North Carolina and the contract being executed in 
North Carolina and the provisions thereof to be performed 
and actually were performed in the state of North Carolina. 
That thA plaintiff agreed to reimburse the respondent, P. 
T. Stiers the fees for having said Deed of Trust recorded in 
the office of the Clerk of the Corporation Court of the ·City 
of Danville which amount of fAes could not be ascertained at 
the time of the execution of said notes and Deed of Trust that 
the respondent P. T. Stiers paid the Clerk of the Corpora-
tion Court the sum of $6.70 for recording said 
page 19 ~ Deed of Trust and on April 30, 1931, the bill for 
same was mailed to the plaintiff with the ~ollow­
ing letter: 
Mrs. Elizabeth D. Hall, 
Hickory, N. C. 
Dear Madam: 
, I am inclosing herewith statement of the C1erk of the Cor-
poration court, Danville, Virginia for six dollars and seventy-
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eents ($6.70) cost in the recording of the deed. Kindly ~il 
me check for the same. 
Yours very truly, 
· P. T. STIERS. 
PT.S,!M. 
and that the plaintiff has not yet reimbursed the respondent, 
P. T. Stiers for said outlay.. · · 
That a copy of the letter transmitting the $6.70 to the Clerk 
. of the Corporation Court, Danville, Virginia dated April 3(), 
1931, being hereto attached and marked Defendant's Exhibit 
''A". 
The note in the sum of $500.00 secured by Deed of Trtist 
matured February 23, 1932, and on June 1, 1932, the same was 
forwarded to the Honorable Harry Wooding, Jr. Trustee 
and also an Attorney-at-Law Qf Danville, Virginia for fore2 
closure under the following letter: 
l\1r. Harry Wooding, Jr . 
. A..ttorney-at-Law, 
Danville, Virginia 
My dear Sir: · 
l\1rs. Elizabeth D. Hall of 182114th Avenue, Hickory, North 
Carolina executed ·her note April 23rd, 1931 in the sum of 
$500. 
ThP. deP.d of trust is second lien on that certain lot and 
dwelling at the corner of Baugh and Oxford Streets in Dan-
ville. 
Some building and loan association holds the first lien. 
This note has been due since February 23rd, 1932 and I will 
thank you to foreclose as I am in need of my money. 
Kindly ackno~ledge receipt of the notes and deed of trust. 
Yours very truly., 
That due to the depressed values of Real estate and the 
faet that the building and loan association held the 1st and 
prior lien against said property in the approximate sum of 
$1,700. the matter was held in abeyance at the suggestion of 
said trustee until the first lien was paid off or rna-
page 20 ~ terially reduced or until property values increased 
. and that said trustee held said paper until his 
death and that the respondent is entitled to have a substitute 
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trustee appointed to carry out the terms and provisions of 
said deed of trust. 
That copy of Deed of Trust ·bearing date of April 23, 1931, 
and recorded in Deed Book 147 at page 408 is hereto annexed 
and marked Defendant's exhibit "B". 
That a copy of said note in the sum of $500.00 dated April 
23. 1931, is hereto annexed and marked Defendant's Exhibit 
"C". 
That a copy of said note in the sum of $3,000.00 dated April 
23, 1931, is hereto annexed and marked Defendant's Exhibit 
"D". 
And that said exhibits are ask to be taken as a part of this 
Answer as if set out in full. 
That said contract and agreement for the fees and for the 
· professional services of the respondent, P. T. Stiers between 
the plaintiff and her brother, J. H. Dillard and the respond-
ent P. T. Stiers was made and entered into in Rockingham 
County, North Carolina and said services were to be per-
formed and were performed in Rockingham County, North 
Carolina and that said contract was consummated and re--
duced to writing by the plaintiff executing and delivering to 
the respop.dent P. T. Stiers, her negotiable, promissory note 
for value in the sum of $500.00 in Rockingham County, North 
Carolina and that plaintiff and respondent P. T. S.tiers were 
at the time of the execution thereof, have been ever since and 
are now resident citizens of the state of North Carolina and 
the court does not have jurisdiction of said parties or the 
cause of action; and that said services would not have been 
rendered except for the assurances and agreement on the 
part of the plaintiff that she would execute and deliver said 
note in the sum of $500.00 secured by Deed of Trust in pay-
ment of said services and that the respondent, P. T. Stiers, 
rendered said services in accordance with said agreement and 
has fully performed each and everything and requirement 
and done and performed each and everything necessary and 
requisite required or requested of him to be done or per-
.formed in connection there,vith and that said note 
page 21 ~ secured by said Deed of Trust is a Yalid and bind-
ing obligation under the laws of the State of North 
Carolina and elsewhere and this Honorable Court should en-
ter a decree appointing a substitute trustee to carry out the 
terms and provisions of said Deed· of Trust, and order said 
property sold in accordance therewith. 
AND NOW having fully answered the complainant's bill, 
this respondent P. T. Stiers prays that an order be entered, 
appointing a substitute trustee in accordance with the pro-
visions of the statute so made and provided and that said 
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Deed of Trust be foreclosed in accordance with its terms and 
provisions by said substitute trustee and from the proceeds 
of said sale after paying the cost, that _respondent's note in 
the sum of $500.00 b~ paid together with interest thereon from 
February 23,1931, and that the respondent be hence dismissed 
with their reasonable cost by them in this behalf expended. 
P. T. STIERS, 
W. H. FOY, 
Respondents. 
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Mr. Otis Bradley, 
Clerk Corporation Court 
Danville, Virginia 
Dear· Sir: 
April 30, 1931.. 
I am handing you· herewith Deed of Trust from Elizabeth 
D. Hall whcih kindly record and return to me. I am. slo in-
closing herewith check ofr six dollars and seventy cents. 
($6.70). . 
Yours very truly, 
P. T. STIERS. 
PTS/M. 
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THIS DEED OF TRUST made and entered into this 23rd. 
day of April, 1931 between Elizabeth D. Hall, party of the 
first part, Harry Wooding ·Jr., Trustee, party of the second 
party and P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy, parties of the third 
part. 
WITNESSETH 
That the party of the first part for and in consideration 
of the sum of Five Dollars ($5.00) cash in hand paid by the 
said party of the second part, the receipt whereof is. hereby 
acknowledged, do hereby bargain, grant, sell and convey with 
~eneral warranty of title unto the said Harry Wooding, .T r., 
'rrustee, all of that certain lot or parcel of land with all irh-
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provements thereon and appurtenances thereunto belonging 
lying and situate in the City of Danville, County of Pittsyl-
vania, State of Virginia and more particularly described as 
follows: 
That certain lot upon which is .situtea a seven room dwell-
ing· house at the corner of Baugh and Oxford Streets, situate 
on the north side of Baugh Street and the East side of Ox-
ford Street and fronting on •Baugh Street sixty (60) feet and 
running back to a depth of one hundred forty-seven and one-
half (147%) feet. and being all of that certain lot upon which 
is situate said dwelling house. The ·same being owned by 
Elizabeth D. Hall. And for complete and specific description 
thereof special reference is hereby made to deed from Ida 
B. Harvey, et al. to Elizabeth D. Cox, now Elizabeth D. Hall, 
which is duly recorded in the office of the Clerk of the Corpora-
tion Court for the City of Danville, the same as if herein set 
out in full. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the aforesaid lot or parcel of 
land unto the said Harry Wooding, Jr., Trustee and his suc-
cessors forever. 
page 24 } IN TRUST TO SECURE TOP. T. STIERS the 
payment of the sum of Five Hundred Dollars 
($500.00, with interest thereon from date at the rate ,of six 
per cent per annum, evidenced by the note of the party of the 
first part of even date with this deed and payable to P. T. 
Stiers, ten months from date at the American National Bank 
and Trust Company, Danville, Virginia and also to secure 
all renP.wals and extensions of said note. 
IN TRUST TO SECURE to W. H. Foy, the payment of the 
sum of three thousand dollars ($3,000.00), with interest there-
on from date at the rate of six per cent per annum, evidenced 
by the note of the party of the first part of even date with this 
deed and payable, May 11th, 1931 toW. H. Foy in the event· 
that J. H. Dillard shall fail and neglect to appear at the next 
tP.rm of the Superior Court to be held in and for the County 
of Rockingham at the court house in Wentworth, North Caro-
lina on the 11th day of May 1931, and that the said J. H. Dil-
lard shall not depart the said court without leave, and shall 
appear at such other term or terms of the superior Court 
to bP. held in and for said county, at the court house in Went-
worth, North Carolina and abide by any and all orders and 
judgments which may be entered by said court in the action 
of state against J. H. Dillard; in which event the note se-
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cured by this deed of trust payable toW. H. Foy, in the sum 
of three thousand dollars ($3,000.00) shall be void. The note 
given to the said W. H. Foy secured by this deed of trust 
being given to save harmless from any and all expense or 
loss on the part of the said W. H. Foy by reason of the said 
Elizabeth D. Hall inducing the said W. H. Foy to sign for 
and on behalf of J. H. Dillar, a brother of the said Elizabeth 
D. Hall a .certain recognizance for the said J. H .. Dillard for 
his appearance in the superior court of Rockingham County, 
state of North Carolina; and also to secure all renewals and 
extensions of said note for any reason whatsoever and con-
tinuance of said action of state against J. H. Dillard. 
\ . 
page 25} It is understood and agreed that this deed of 
trust is to be enforced under the provisions of 
5167 of the Code of Virginia and is subject to all provisions 
of said section and of this deed. 
Exemption waived. 
Subjoot to all on default. 
Insurance required three thousand dollars ( $3,000.00). 
Right of anticipation reserved. 
Should the party of the first part well and truly pay the 
debts and debts therein secured and make no default therein 
or any ,part thereof or in the payment of the interest thereon 
when the ·same shall have become due and payable, then this 
deed is to be void, otherwise it shall remain in full force and 
virtue. 
Witness the following· signature and seal. 
ELIZABETH D. HAI.I, SeaL 
Witness! 
R. H. TUCKER. 
State of North Carolina, 
County of Rockingham, To-wit: 
I, R. H. Tucker, a Notary Public in and :for the County of 
Rockingham,_ State of North Carolina do hereby certify that 
Elizabeth D. Hall, whose name is signed to the foregoing 
writing, bearing date on the 23rd day of April, 1931t have 
acknowledged the same before me in said conntv and state 
aforesaid; and the said Elizabeth D. Hall being·by me pri-
vately examined, separate and apart from her said husband, 
touching her voluntary execution of the same, doth state that 
she signed the same freely and voluntarily, without fear or 
36 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
compulsion of her said husband or any other person, and that' 
she doth still voluntarily assent hereto. 
·Witness my hand and official seal, this 23rd day of April. 
1931. 
My commission expires Jan. 9, 1932. 
R .. H. TUCKER, 
Notary Public. 
page 26 ~ Danville, Virginia, April 23, 1931. $3,000.00. 
Eighteen days after date, I, Elizabeth D. Hall, promise to ' 
pay to .......... or order, without offset, negotiable and pay-
able at the American National Bank and Trust Company, of 
Danville, Virginia, three thousand dollars. 
VALUE RECEIVED. I, maker and endorser, hereby waive 
the benefit of my Homestead Exemption as to this obligation, 
and presentment, demand of payment, protest and notice 
thereof of this note, and agTee that any money on deposit 
with ·the above named bank in my name may be applied at 
any time to the payment of or as a credit on this note, and 
that if this note is collected by an attorney by suit or other-
wise, to pay in addition to the amount due hereon ten per 
cent of said amount as attorney's fees, in no case to be less 
than $5.00. -
Witness: 
Danville, Virginia, April 23, 1931 . $500.00. 
Ten months after date, I, Elizabeth D. Hall, promise to pay 
to P. T. Stiers or order, without offset, negotiable and pay-
able at the American National Bank and Trust Company, of 
Danville, Virginia, Five· ·Hundred Dollars. 
VALUE RECEIVED. I, maker and endorser, hereby waive· 
the benefit of my Homestead Exemption as tq this obligation, 
and presentment demand of payment, protest and notice 
thereof of this note, and agree that any money on deposit 
With the above named bank in my name may be applied at 
any time to the payment of or as a credit on this note, and 
that if this note is collected by an attorney by suit or other-
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wise, to pay in addition to the amount due hereon ten per 
cent of said amount as attorney's fees in no case to be less 
than $5.00. 
Witness: 
page 27.} In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
DEPOSITIONS. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
v. 
P .. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy. 
The depositions of Elizabeth D. Hall and o.ther taken be-
fore me Helen E. Booth, a Notary Public in and for the City 
of Danville, State of Virginia, at the office of Meade and Tal-
bott, 516 Masonic Temple, Danville, Virginia, on May 15th, 
1937, and on subsequent dates to which the taking of said 
depositions was adjourned, pursuant to notice attached here-
to, to be read as evidence on behalf of the complainant in the 
chancery cause now pending in the Corporation Court of 
Danville under the style of Elizabeth D. Hall v. P. T. Stiers, 
et al. 
Present: Edwin B. Meade, attorney for complainant. 
P. T. Stiers in person. 
The Witness, 
ELIZABETH D. HALL, 
being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows : 
Examination by 1\{r. Meade: 
Q. You are Mrs. Elizabeth D. HallY 
A. I am. 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. Hickory, North Carolina. 
Q. What is your age, Mrs. HallY 
A. Forty-three. 
Q. Were you living in Hickory, North Carolina on or aboui 
April 23, 19317 
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A. I was. 
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A. He is. 
Q. On or about April 23, 1931; did you get a long distance 
call from Mrs. J. H. Dillard at Reidsville? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I did. . 
Q. What was the purpose of this call? 
A. To come and give bond for my brother, James Dillard. 
Q. Did Mrs. Dillard inform you at that time that he was 
in jail at Wentworth! 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. She did. 
Mr. Stiers: The defendant, P. T. Stiers, makes a special 
appearance and moves to dismiss the bill on ground of im-
proper service and also moves to dismiss notice of the taking 
of the depositions; and that the defendant W. H. Foy makes 
a special appearance by counsel and moves to dismiss the 
. bill and also moves to sq'lltash the notice of the taking of the 
depositions. .. ' 
Mr. Meade: Complainant by counsel, answers and says: 
That the summons in chancery shows that a copy thereof was 
servP.d by the Sergeant of the City of Danville, or his deputy, 
in person upon P. T. Stiers; that the defendant W. H. Foy 
was made a party defendant to the cause by order of publi-
cation properly matured and need not, under the statute, be 
served with notice of the taking of the depositions ; that the 
defendant P. T. Stiers is shown to have appeared at the tak-
ing of the depositions and marked present without making his 
special appearance until questions and answers had been 
asked; and that, furthermore, the notice to take depositions 
served upon him was executed in accordance with the statute 
and is sufficient. 
Mr. Stiers : Questions previously asked were asked before 
Mr. Stiers arrived. 
Mr. Meade: And also they were read back to him. 
Mr. Stiers: And upon being read back to him, he then 
made his motion as to a special appearance. 
Q. Did you say she desired you to come to Reidsville to 
assist in giving bond so that you brother COtlld be free to get 
out of jail? 
A. She did. 
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Objection by the defendant. 
Q. Did you come to Danville or Reidsville at that time? 
A. I did. I came that night. 
page 29 ~ Q. Did you come to Danville or Reidsville? 
A. I came to Danville that night about 12 o "clock. 
I got here about 12 ·O'clock. 
Q. Where did you go from the station Y 
A. I went to my sister's home at Schoolfield, Virginia. 
Q. When did you go to North Carolina. 
A. Some time the .following morning. I don't remember 
the exact time. 
Q. Whom did you go with f 
A. I went with Mrs. James Dillard and her brother, Willie 
1\{cCully. · · 
Q. Where did they take you Y 
A. They took me to P. T. Stiers' office. 
Q. Was it your understanding that Mr. Stiers represented 
~{r. Dillard? · ' 
A. It was. 
Q. For what purpose did you got to Mr. Stiers' office7 
A. To make arrangements for bond. 
Q. Did you own real estate in the City of Danville, Vir-
~rinia, at that tim~Y 
.A. I did. 
Q. When you talked to Mr. Stiers in his office did he ad-
vise you or give you the understanding that he represented 
Mr. James H. Dillard? 
A. 'r just took it for granted. 
Q. Did his conduct and actions indicate that he had been 
employed by Mr. Dillard! 
A. It did. 
Q. What plan did he have for releasing Mr. Dillard from 
the jail at Wentworth 7 
A. Well, I don't know exactly how to put it, but he was 
supposed-the bondsman was supposed to have been gotten 
in North Carolina and I was supposed to have back this bonds-. 
man. 
Q. Was this bondsman selected or named at the time that 
you went to Mr . .Stiers' office? 
A. I don't know as he was, right at first. 9· Who .was the bondsman Y 
.A. W. H. Foy. 
page 30 ~ Q. Did you understand that you must furnish 
security to him to protect him in consideration of. 
his going on Mr. Dillard's bond? 
A. That was my understanding. 
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Q. Did you offer and give security to Mr .. Foy! 
A. I did. 
Q. What was the form of that security! 
A. It was a deed of trust on my property in Danville. 
Q. Do you recall the amount of the bond 7 
A. Three thousand. 
Q. I hand you herewith certified copy of a deed of trust 
from Elizabeth D. Hall to Harry Wooding, Jr., Trustee, dated 
.April 23, 1931, in which a $3,000.00 bond payable to W. H. 
Foy upon certain conditions is secured by the conveyance of 
property at the corner of Baugh and Oxford Streets in the 
City of Danville, conveyed by you to Mr. Wooding. Is this 
a copy of the deed of trust by which you secured Mr. Foy ·r 
A. It is. 
Q. I will ask you to file this copy deed of trust as ''Exhibit 
Hall 1. '' 
Certified copy of Deed of trust was filed as ''Exhibit Hall 
1." 
Q. Mrs. Hall, this deed of trust also purports to secure a 
note in the amount of $500.00, bearing date with the deed, and 
payable toP. T. Stiers ten months after date, and also to se-
cure renewals and extensions of said note. · How was it that 
this $500.00 note was also included in this deed of trust 7 
A. I did not understand it that way when it was made. I 
thought it was a separate-two separate notes., 
Q. What time of the day or night was this deed of trust 
executed Y 
A. Around 12 o'clock at night. . 
Q. Explain why and how you executed a note of $500.00 to 
Mr. Stiers? 
.A. Well, after we g·ot the bondsman all ready, he had of-
fered to go on tl1e bond and I had offered to secure him with 
this deed. of trust on my prope1~ty-Mr. Stiers refused to go 
any furth&r until I would sign a $500.00 note securing his 
fee. 
Q. Securing his fee for what Y 
A. Representing my brother in the trial. 
page 31 } Q. Did you at first refuse to sign this note or 
undertake this o bliga tio'n Y 
A. I did, because I had no way of paying this note-no .in-
conle ·whatever. 
Q. Did he continue to insist upon your executing this note 
before proceeding further? 
A. He did, and after I agreed to sign the note-before I 
agreed to sign the· note I told him that I could not possible 
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pay any interest, and if I ever paid the note it wo_uld be. in 
$2.00 and $5.00 payments, and that I could not pay any in-
terest at all, and he said that if I would sign it there would 
· not be any interest . 
. rQ. How lopg was_it, approximately, from the time t~at Mr. 
Stiers t<;x>k. the _position that he would go no further ~ntil. you 
had execute.d the. note covering his fee for defending your 
brother :UP until the time that you finally signed the note for 
$5QO.OP payable to him? . . 
A. It 'vas several hours. I could not say just how long. 
Q. Was there much discussion and argument about it be-
fore you finally signed? 
A. There was. 
Q. Where were you during this argument t 
A. In Mr. Stiers' office. 
Q. Pid you understand that this ·n.ote was to cover his fee 
for· service to pe rendered ·by ·Jlim il;l defending your br.o~h_er 
at the criminal proceeding pending against your brother in 
the Superior Court of Rockingham County? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I did·. 
JVI r. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken· out. 
Q. Were you present at the jail at Wentworth when your 
brothP.r was released 7 · 
A. Iwas. 
Q. Did he return to Danville with you 7 
A. He did . 
. Q. Who else was in the car with you two 7 
.A. Mrs. ·Dillard. - · 
Q. Had you seen your brother before he was released from: 
jail? 
.A. I had not. 
page 32 ~ Q. In returning to Danville, was Mr. Stiers' 
name mentioned in the conversation Y 
A. It was. 
Q. When did you first know that Mr. Stiers had not been 
employed to represent your brother in defending him against 
the criminal charges pending in the Superior Court of Rock-
ingham County? 
Objection by the· defendant . 
.A. On the return trip to Danville. 
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Q. How did you find it out? 
Objection· by the defendant. 
A. I don't remember the exact conversation, but in driving 
back to Danville in talking-in the conversation Mr. Stiers' 
name was mentioned and that we had been in his office and 
talking· to him, and my brother spoke to his wife and s~d 
''I don't want him'' and I hunched my sister-in-law and 
said, ''Don't tell him what I have done." 
1\tir. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. What were you referring toY 
A. ~{y signing the note. 
Mr. Stiers: Objection. M·ove that the answer be stricken 
out. 
Q. As I understand you, on returning from Wentworth to 
Danville with your brother and your sister-in-law your 
brother was informed that you and ~{rs. Dillard had been in 
Mr. Stiers' office in regard to the matter, and that your 
brother at that time stated he did not wish Mr. Stiers to de-
fend him in the criminal proceedings pending?. 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. That was his answer. He said, "I don't want nim. 77 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out 
Q. _Did Mr. Stiers represent your brother, J. H. Dillard, 
in these criminal proceedings Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did not. 
Q. Who represented him f 
A. Mr. Sharp. 
Objection by the defendant. 
page 33 ~ Q. Did your brother appear at the courthouse 
of the Superior Court of Rockingham County on 
the date set for the trial, and was he duly tried by the au-
thorities! 
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Objection by the defendant . 
.A.. He did and was. 
Q. Was he aequitted f 
Objection by the defendant . 
.A. He was. · 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out, 
Q. Did Mr. Stiers take any part in the defense of the casef 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did not. 
Q. Mrs. Hall at the time that you received the call from 
Mrs. Dillard in regard to the plight of your brother were you 
under the care of a doctor 7 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I was. 
Q. Did your doctor pay you a professional visit after you 
received the call and before you left for Danville that dayY 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did in the afternoon before I left that night. 
Q. How often had you been seeing your family physieian 
in a professional way? up to that tixn.e t 
Ohjection by the defendant. 
A. Three or four weeks. 
Q. How often a weekf 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Every other night-my husband was taken me to his 
office every other night. 
Mr. Sti~rs: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. Did you, in person or through counsel, have any eom-
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munication with Mr. Stiers in regard to this $500.00 note! 
A. I did, through counsel. · . · :. 
Q. Do you recall the :first occasion on which these com-
munications were had with Mr. Stiers7 
page 34 f A. As well as I remember, it w~& hi April, 1932. 
Q. Were you present at the time that the com-
munications were had with him in regard to.the matterY 
. A. No, I was ill at that time. I was not present. . 
Q. Do you know what was done by counsel at that time on 
your behalf? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A .. As well as I remember, there was some effort to com-
promise it and pay him a reasonable fee for what he had 
done. 
Q. And did he decline that Y 
r • 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did-it was my understanding that he did. 
·Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
. \ 
Q. Do you know whether or not he was advised at that time 
that unless the matter was compromised ang settled .out of 
court that an action would be entered to cancel the ~ote? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. That was my understanding~ 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out~ 
Q. When did you next hear from Mr. Stiers? 
A. The next I heard from him was in 1937-I don't- remem-
ber the month-It was prior to May-it was February or 
April, 1937. . · · · 
Q. Did you.communicate with counsel at that time. . 
A. I did, immediately. · 
. Q. Do you recall hearing from him in regard to the mat-
ter between 1932 and 1937 7 
A. No, I never heard from him between that time. 
Q. Was this suit brought shortly after you heard from him 
the last time Y 
Objection by the ·defendant. 
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A. It was. 
Q. Mrs. Hall, what has been the state of your health from 
. the time that yon executed this deed of trust on the 23rd of 
April, 1931, up to the present time Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
page 35 } A. I have been in the hospital five times be-
tween that time. 
Q. And have yon been constantly under the care of a doctor 
or doctors during that time? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I have. 
Q. Do you have any objection to stating what your trouble 
has been' 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. No, low blood pressure, anaemic nervousness. I was in 
a sanatorium part of that time-nervous sanatorium. 
Q. Did you execute the $500.00 note to Mr. Stiers of your 
free will and volition 7 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Repeat that, Mr. Edwin, please. 
Q. Did you execute the $500.00 note to Mr. Stiers of your 
own free will and volition? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. ·No, I was persuaded to do it. 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. I believe you stated that it 'vas your understanding 
while dealing with Mr. Stiers in his office that he represented 
your brother Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I did. I was under the impression that he had already 
been employed. 
·Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
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Q. Did you rely upon this understanding at the time that 
you signed the note for $500.00 to cover Mr. Stiers' fee for 
defending your brother? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I did. 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken oui .. 
Q. Did Mr. Stiers make the slightest effort to advise you 
or inform you that, in fact, he had not been actually employed 
by your brother to represent him in the criminal proceedings 
pending in the Superior Court of Rockingham County? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did not. 
page 36 ~ Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer ·be stricken 
out. 
Q. Was Mr. Stiers' stenographer present in his office at 
the time that you executed the $500.00 note and the deed of 
trust? 
A. I did not see any stenographer-! don't remember see-
. ing any.· 
Q. Whom did he call in to take the acknowledgment Y 
.A. He went out on the street and got a man from the drug 
store ; I don't recall his name. 
Q. And you say it was late at night when you signed the 
deed of trust? 
A. Yes, it was. 
Q. If. Mr. Stiers had advised you at the time that you signed 
the note and deed of trust that he had not at that time been 
employed by your brother to defend him would you hav~ 
signed the note and the deed of trust securing the note Y 
Obje~~ion by the defendant. 
A. I would not. I :would have waited for my brother to 
employ his counsel after he got out of jail. 
Mr. Stiers :. I IDOVP. that the answer be stricken ont. 
Q. Was it your intention and purpose in coming to Dan-
ville to assist your brother to employ counsel for him t 
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Objection by the defendant. 
A. No, I didn't give that a thought-it wasn't even 
thought of. 
Mr. Stiers : I move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. What was your purpose Y 
A. I came to give bond for his release. 
Q. Upon the return home . from Wentworth with your 
brother after his release from jail, you stated that he said he 
did not want Mr. Stiers. Did he advise-you and inform you 
that he had not employed Mr. Stiersf 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. He did. 
Mr. Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. Has Mr. W. H. Foy been requested to release the deed 
of trust on your Danville property securing the $3,000.00 bond 
mentioned in itY 
A. He has. 
page 37 ~ Q. Did he release it. 
A. He did not. 
Q. What reason did he give for not releasing it? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Because the $500.00 note was embodied in the deed of 
trust, and .because that had not been paid he would not re-
lease it. 
Q. Did he have the note! 
A. He said he did not have it. 
Q. Did he say who .had it Y 
A. He said Mr. Stiers had it. 
Q. Then Mr. Foy, although requested, has refused to re-
lease the lien of the deed of trust as to the $3,000.00 note! 
A. He has refused. 
Q. Have the terms and conditions of that $3,000.00 note been 
fully complied with and satisfied Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. They have: 
Mr. Stiers : I move that the answer be stricken out. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Stiers: 
Mr. Stiers : The defendants move that the evidence of this 
witness be stricken out. 
Q. Mrs. Hall, how long have you been living in North Caro-
lina? · 
A. .Seven years the 31st day of March, 1937. -
Q. You are a resident of Hickory, North Carolina Y 
.A. I am. . 
·Q. And have been a resident of Hickory, North Carolina, 
for seven years? . 
A. Since March 1, 1930. 
· Q. You mean seven years prior to March-? 
A. No, I have been a resident there since March 1, 1930. 
Q. And your brother, J. H. Dillard, 'vas in jail at Went-
worth, in Rockingham County, North Carolina Y 
A. He was. 
Q. Charged with murder f 
page 38 } A. Manslaughter, I understood it. 
Q. I will ask you if he was not charged with 
murder? 
A. Manslaughter is what I understood, what my sister-in-
law said over the 'phone. 
Q. I will ask you if he was not held in jail without privilege 
of bond? 
.A. I did not know that. 
Q. I believe you stated in your direct examination that you 
came to Danville on April 23, 1931? 
A. I don't know the exact date-well, the day I was called. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not state in your direct ex-
amination that you came to Danville on April 23, and arrived 
hero around 12 o'clock at night? 
A. I stated in my deposition that r came to Danville on 
April 23, and arrived here around 12 o'clock. 
Q. Did anyone come with you Y 
A. No. 
Q. 1Vhat time did you leave Hickory, North Carolina? 
A. It was around seven-something, I don't remember the 
exact-they have changed schedules since then. 
Q. In the forenoon or in the afternoon Y 
A. In thP. afternoon. 
Q. When did you get the call that your brother was in jail, 
·about what time? · 
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. A. Some time after dinner, after my husband had been to 
dinner--been to lunch. 
Q. And you 'phoned your husband that you were coming 
to Danville t 
A. I did. 
·Q. 'Vhere did your husband work Y 
A. Carolina and northwestern Railway shop. 
·Q. Were you working at that timet 
A. No . 
. ·Q. Were you keeping ·house? 
· A. I was keeping house, yes. 
. Q. Now, you had given a prior deed of trust on this prop.:. 
erty to a building and loan association in Danville, had you 
notf · 
.A. That is correct. 
page 39} Q. What was the balance due the building and 
loan association at that time Y 
A. Well, I can't recall exactly, but I would say it was 
around $1, 700.00. 
Q. That was the approximate an1ount due them on April 
23, 1931? . : 
A. That is right. 
Q. What building and loan association held the lien 7 . · 
A. Waddill and Holland. · 
Q. And the note securing the $500.00 and the note securing 
the $3,000.00 was secured by the second <;leed of trust, wasn't 
itt ·. 
A. It was. 
Q. Did you spend the night in Schoolfield when you first 
came to· Danville ·on or about 1\pril 23, 1931. · 
A. I did. 
Q. Who did you spend the night with t 
A. My sister, Mrs: R. B. Harvey. 
· Q. At what time -the next day· did you go to Reidsville? 
A. As well as I remember, it was around 10 o'clock or 
some time in the morning. · 
Q. Who went with you to Reidsville? 
A. 1\{rs. ,James Dillard and Willie McCully, her brother. 
Q. Was 1\{rs. James Dillard the wife of J. H. Dillard Y 
.A. She was-I don't remember whether they were divorced 
at that time-they were divorced. 
Q. They ·were divorced at that timet · 
· A. Yes, at that time. 
Q. 1\{r. Dillard was charg·ed with con1mitting- this crime hi 
Rocakin~;ham County, was· he not? · · . 
A. That was :q1y understanding. · · 
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Q. Did Mrs. James Dillard tell you about the inquest that 
had been held in connection with the matter~ 
A. She did not. 
Q. Did you make any inquiry about itY 
A. 1 did not. 
Q. Where did you spend the time from 10 o'clock until you 
first went to the office of P. T. Stiers Y 
page 40 ~ A. I went directly from Danville to the office of 
P. T. Stiers. ' 
Q. What time did you arrive at the office of P. T. Stiers? 
A. Yv ell, it has been about five years-I don't remember 
the; hour. I did not make any note of it and I don't remem-
ber. 
Q. And you say that you left Danville about 10 o'clock? 
A. About 10 o'clock-some time in the morning. 
Q. And you state that the notes secured by the deed of 
trust were not executed until approximately 12 o'clock that 
nightY 
A. I did. 
Q. Well, where were yon all the time f;rom the time you ar-
rived in Reidsville? Did you get there about 11 o'clock that 
morning? 
A. I got there sometime that morning. 
Q. Well, it takes about 35 minutes to drive from Schoolfield 
to Reidsville doesn't it Y 
·A. Yes. 
Q. So you arrived in Reidsville about 11 o'clock of that 
day. · 
.A. Yes, as well as I remember. 
Q. Wh~re were you from 11 o'clock until the time the deed 
of trust was executed? 
A. ThP. deed of trust was not executed on that day. You 
remember you brought me back to Danville-
Q. You say I brought you back to Danville that first day? 
.A. I don't remember whether it was the first day or the -
second day. 
Q. Then the deed of trust was not executed the first day 
you came to Reidsville f 
A. No, not the first day. · 
Q. And you say that you came directly to my office the first 
day you came to Reidsville? 
A. Your office was the only place I was in the whole time 
I was in Reidsville until we. w~nt to _get my brother out of 
~a . . 
Q. And 'vas he gotten out of jail the second dayY 
.A. I think that is correct-the second day. 
Q. A·nd you say that I brought you to Danville to examine 
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the records. Was that the first or the second dayY 
page 41 } A. I am not sure. It might have been the second 
day-I am not positive. 
Q. · As a matter of fact, you were informed that your brother 
was being held in jail pursuant to a verdict of the Coroner's 
jnry without the privilege of bond, weren't you Y 
A. No, I thought he had the privilege of bond. That is 
what I came here for, to give bond. 
Q. After y;ou got here, I will ask you if you were not in-
forrned that he could not get bond Y 
A. I don't recall being informed to that effect! 
Q. I will ask you if I did not have the Coroner's jury re-
assemble and secure another hearing for Mr. Dillard and get 
the Coroner and the jury to allow him bond, before any bond 
was ever executed? 
A. If you did, it was without any knowledge. You did not 
say anything about it. 
Q. Well, why didn't you give the bond the first day you 
cante to Reidsville then? 
A. We were trying to get a North Carolina bondsman to 
givu security. . 
Q. Well, you were living in North Carolina; weren.'t you? 
A. I had no property in North Carolina, I was living there. 
Q. Well, what time did you come back to Reidsville the sec-
ond da:vY 
A. I- can't recall whether it was in the morning or in the 
afternoon. I know we were there in the afternoon, but 
whether we went in the morning and were there until after-
uoon I do not know. I know we were there in the afternoon. 
Q. I will ask you if from the first time you came to Reids-
ville until the afternoon of the second day, when the bond 
was finally executed, if in the meantime I had not secured an-
other hearing before the Coroner's jury and got the privilege 
of bond allowed Mr. Dillard for the matterY . 
A. I was not advised to that effect. 
Q. Well, why didn't you give the bond then, the fi·rst day f 
A. Well, they would not take me-would not let me go 
his bond with my property in Virginia. You told me that 
he had to have a North Carolina Bondsman-that they would 
not take a deed of trust for his bond on my property in Dan-
ville, but that I could back a North Carolina bondsman. 
Q. And that was agreed to. 
A. That was. 
page 42 ~ Q. And yon did not know Mr."Foy, did you! 
.A. Never met him before. 
Q. And never heard of him before f 
A. Never. 
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Q. And they refused to take your bond for the release of 
Y.Ol:lr brother, didn't they Y 
· A. Well, you just told me that. I don't know whether you 
ever offered it or not. You just told me that my property in 
Virg·inia-I had his word for it that my property in Virginia 
was not sufficient for a bond for my brother in North Caro-
lina, but that I could back a North Carolina bondsman with 
my property. 
Q. That :was perfectly clear to you, wasn't it? 
A. I t.hink it was. 
Q. And you understood that, didn't you Y 
A. I think I did. . 
Q. And you are of the opinion that where a person owns 
property in one state they could not go on somebody's bond 
in another state. Is that correct? 
A. ·w ~n, I suppose it is. 
Q. Yon had 'worked in a law office for how many years Y 
. A .. Some fqur or iive years, but I had had no criminal deal-:-
inp;s in law. 
Q. But you knew enough about procedure to know that a 
person in order to go on a bond had to have some property 
in the state or county where that bond was executed Y 
'A. Well, during my four for five years legal work, I don't 
believe a bond ever came up . .So far as I recall I don't think 
rever had any experience with a bond before. I am sure 
of that. -
Q. What was being done from the time you came to_ Reids-
ville about 11 o'clock May 23, if that is the date. when you 
came? 
A. I don't believe it was the date. , 
· Q. 1Tntil the bond was executed about 12 o'clock the night 
of the next day? . 
.A.. Well, I don't remember exactly. One thing I·remember 
was Y.Orir coming back to the courthouse here with me and 
going over those records and examining them, and one thing 
I rentember distinctly, I went with my sister-in-law to her 
home and took dinner-I think that was on the sec-
page 43 ~ ond day. 
· Q. · So you were in Reidsville practically all of 
the second day, then Y 
A. Off and on. . 
Q. And it was perfectly clea:r to you that I was expe<!ting 
compensation for my services? 
.A.. ·No, I was not 1:1nder the impression Mr. Stiers, that I 
had to pay you anything. All I was under the impression was 
that whatever expense of the trial wa$, that Jim woul~ pay 
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that. All they wanted with me-Mr. Stiers or anybody-was 
to give bond. I thought that was all Mr. Stiers wanted. 
Q. Were you not informed that I would not trust your 
brother to pay the fee? 
.A. Yes, you told me that. · 
Q . .And that I would not look to him for the fee because he 
would not pay his debts Y 
A. Yes. And may I bring· in one other thing? My brother 
told me Mr. Stiers :owed him $500.00-told me that night in 
the car that he owed him $500.00 and would not pay it. 
Q. Did he tell you what for? 
.A.. No, he did not. 
Q. And the arrangements made was that Mr. Dillard was 
to pay yon, wasn't itY 
A. No, sir, emphatically no. 
Q. Y,ou get your mail at Hickory, North Carolina, don't 
nefo;s}. 
Q. You get your mail at Hickory, North Carolina, don't 
youl · 
A. I do. 
Q. I will ask you if on or about April 30, 1931, you did not 
receive the following letter f 
"Mrs. Elizabeth D. Hall, Hickory, North Carolina, Dear 
Madam: I ani enclosing herewith statement of the Clerk of 
the Corporation f'!onrt. Danville. Vir_ginia. for $6.70 co~t in 
the recording of the deed. Kindly mail me ~heck for the 
same. Yours truly, P. T. Stiers." 
A. I don't recall the letter, but I recall the statement; but 
I did not send my check for it. I never paid it. 
Q Why didn't you pay it Y 
· A. iBecause I did not feel that I ow.ed it. 
page 44 ~ Q. Well, didn't you just state in your examina-
tion that I brought you from Reidsville to Danville 
to· examine the tecords so that you could give a bond in order 
that your brother might get out of jail? . 
A. When I got that statement-wh.en I received that state-
Inent I was under the im.pression that the bond was separate--
that nobody had anything· to do with the bond but J\IIr. Foy 
and n1yself, and tl1e way the statement read, from the Clerk's. 
office, it 1·ead as if W. H. Foy ·and P. T. Stiers tog~ther~tha( 
I was securing the two-the way the statement. read-on a_ 
$3,500.00 hond. · · 
Q. Have yon got the statement with you 7 
A. No, I have not. 
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Q. -vvell, vou knew that Mr. Foy's deed of trust to secure 
the $H,OOO.OlJ boncl had to be reco1·ded, didn't you Y · 
A .. Yes, but I did not know that you had anything to do 
with it nt all. 
Q. You knew that you had secured a note for $500.00 pay-
able to me, didn't you~ 
A. I did, but I thought it was a separate paper. 
Q. Well, you never answered this letter of April 30, 1931, 
did youY 
A. ·No, I did not. My health was wretched at that time. 
Q. Well, you had from April 30, 1931,.and even to this date 
you never have answered it, have you 1 · 
.A. No, I have not. 
Q. And even to this date, you have not paid the $6.70 have 
yon? 
A.. No, because I thought it was your place-if you were 
going to put the deed of trust-the way it was written that 
you ought to pay the expense of it. 
Q. So you thought that the attorney who was getting your. 
brother out of jail and who had broug·ht you from Reidsville 
to Danville and examined the records in respect to preparing 
the bond, should go further and pay for having the deed of 
trust recorded at his own expense in order to get your brother 
released from jail t 
A. Since that deed of trust was written in a way that I 
did not understand~ and different from the W{'.Y that I did 
understand it, that is why I refused to go any further with 
it. 
page 45 r Q. Well, madam, why didn't you write a. letter 
raising some objection t-o it before now! 
A. Well, Mr .. Stiers,. I was too ill to keep up any correspond-
ence with you or even to write -you. 
Q. Do you.mean that from April30, 1931~ up lllltil the pre~­
ent- time,. that you have not' been able to do any correspond-
0ncei 
A .. From April untiJI May 8, 1004, I have. 'been absolute]T 
unable to look after any corresp.ondence,. aJD.y business of any 
kind, ot· to~ do. any WQrk Qf any kind, either mentally or ph~i­
ca.t'ey, up until 1934. 
Q. You Qt). not e]aim that you are insane,. do. your 
A .. We-lt, I elaim that I had a E.e:rvollS breakdown in Apri],. 
1932,. but. 1 was ill hefQJte that, but I had a complete nervous 
bre.akdowB in 1932---e:m.tered BJtoad Oeh Sanatorium m Ap.ril1 
' 1932, the 22nd day of April, 1932. I was ther~ three. weeb 
that time. And in SeptembeJt"~ 1933,. I remrned to Broad Oaks 
again and stayed ~wo weeks. In February, ]{934-, I returned 
P. T. Stiers v .. Elizabeth D. Hall. 55 
to Broad Oaks again and stayed three months. I have been 
well since. 
Q. ·You have been well since? 
.. \. Since 1934. 
Q. Well, from April, 1934, up to the present timet why 
didn't you write a letter calling my attention to the matter 
that you just mentioned Y 
A. Your attention had alveady-been called prior to that-
long prior to that-through my counsel. That was my nn .. 
derstanding. 
Q. Who, J.\llr. J. J.\II. Sharp of Reidsville? 
A. Either Mr. J. M. Sharp or Mr. Edwin B. Meade, I don't 
know which. 
Q. Well, from April 23, 1931 up to March 3, 1932, you were 
normal? 
A. No, I was not. I was under the family physician at 
home. I did not say March 3, I said April 22, 1932. I had 
been desperately ill at home and I came here to recuperate: 
. Q. When 'vas that f 
A. In April, 1932. 
Q. Well, on March 3, 1932, yon were conferring with coun-
sel ~bout the matter weren't you! 
A. On March 3, I think I wrote through Henry-did you 
say through counsel f 
page 46 ~ Q. Yes. 
A. I guess I was conferring throngh counsel in 
March, 1932.. Yes, I know we took it np in :MarCh, 1932 .. 
Q. So on March 3, 1932, you had counsel to write me ask-
ing if I would not accept $100.00 for services I had rendered¥ 
A. We offered to compromise-! don't recall the .am6unt. 
Q. Well, now, if yon were in a condition on March 3, 193~ 
to consult counsel abo11t compromising as to the amonnt due, 
why hadn't y;ou given the matter of $6.70 attention also! 
A.. Mr. Meade-I did that thr~ugh my brother, Henry Dil-
lard. 
Q. Who is Hemy Dillardf 
A. My youngest brother. 
Q. Where does bee live f 
.A. He lives at Schoolfield, Virginia. 
Q. Well, you consulted counsel aboot itf 
A. I did not co:nsnlt ff. direct.. I ~d n&ft tail" with Mr. Meade 
or Mr. Sharp direct. 
Q. You wrote to them? 
A. My brotlter--
Q. We}4 did you write to themf 
A, I cansmted tbem tbnrngh my brother. I had anaemfe 
rheumatism. 
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Q. Well, did you write to them Y 
A'. Through my brother, Henry Dillard. 
Q. Did you ever write to Mr. Sharp about it Y 
A. I can't recall. I might have in· the beginning-I am not 
sure. 
Q. Well, did you deny writing to them f 
A. No, the only thing-Mr. Stiers, I would like to tell the 
truth. My brother came down to stay with me, and he wrote 
the letters and I dictated them, it is true. I could not write 
them. I was crippled with anaemic rheumatism. 1\{y fingers 
were drawn. 
Q. And you dictated letters to- Mr. SharpY 
A. If he got any, I did. 
Q. Did you dictate any letters to Mr. Meade f 
page 47 ~ A. It seems to me that I did dictate him one. I 
am. not positive, but I know my brother-after I 
came here, he came down to Mr. Meade's office. It was done 
through him. 
Q. When did you develop the rheumatism in your handY 
A. Well, let me see, I believe, I could tell you almost ex-
actly. ·It was in September-now wait a minute and let me 
get that right. I am not positive but I think it was in Sep-
tember, 1930. 
Q. Well you were able to write in April, 1931, were you 
not? 
A. I might be wrong in the years, it might be September, 
1931. Now, I am not positive- I know that it was September. 
Q. It was September Y 
A. Yes, it was in September, before I went to Broad Oaks 
in September, 1932, September, 1931. 
Q. So, there was nothing the matter with your writing from 
:April 1931 until September, 1931 then? 
A. Nothing, no. · 
Q. And there was nothing to prevent you from writing if 
~~w~t , · 
A. N-ot so far as usin.g my hands, of course. 
Q. Were you doing your housework' 
A. No, I was not. I had a colored woman. 
Q. You had a cook? · 
A. 1\{aid and cook con1bined. 
· Q·. But you were directing the housework¥ 
A. From the bed. 
Q. When did you first g·o to bed 1 
A. I was in bed in January, 1931. In fact, I had been in 
bad health from 1931 until the time I came to Hickory in 1931. 
Mr. Stiers, I can give you a doctor's certificate. I am not 
trying to lie out of anything. 
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Q. You knew perfectly well what you were about when 
you executed the bond in order to get your brother out of jail, 
didn't youY 
.A.. Since then I realize that I was befuddled-that I did not 
know exactly what I was doing-that I did not r~alize what 
I was doing. · 
.. Q. How did you know, then that the Building and Loan 
Association had a prior lien on _your property! 
page 48 F .A.. They had had one for ten years, off and on. 
·You know, I would just pay it and get some more. 
Q. Did you make weekly or mon~hly payments on it Y 
A·. My husband made monthly payments. 
Q. And you knew the amount due at the time we came down 
and looked into the title Y · 
A. I don't recall whether you told me the amount or Mr. 
Sharp. It was either you or Mr. Sharp. As well as I remem-
ber, it was approximately $1,700.00. 
Q. Had you ever gone on your brother's bond before 7 
A. Never-I don't think I had. 
Q. Had you ever got him out of trouble before 7 
Mr. Meade: Objection is made' to the line of cross examina-
tion adopted by Mr. Stiers on the ground that the questions 
asked are wholly irrelevant, immaterial, and are calculated to 
beat down and reduce the witness to a state of nervousness 
which ordinarily would follow from her temperament, and to 
reduce her ability to answer intelligently the questions pro-
pounded to the lowest possible degree. 
Mr. Stiers: Defendant moves that counsel's remarks be 
stricken from the record. 
A. I don't recall ever getting him out of trouble before. 
Q. You stated in your direct examination that at the time 
you executed the note for $500.00 secured by deed of trust 
that it was represented that no interest would be charged on 
the note? 
.A.. I did. 
Q. I w!ll ask you, as a matter of fact, if the note does not 
call for interest until it is due. Isn't that a fact? 
A. Repeat that, please. 
Q. As a matter of fact, the note .does not bear interest until 
it is due, does it? 
A. I don't kno,v. I have not read the note. 
Q. Well, you read the note before you signed it . 
.A.. No, I did not. 
Q. It was read to you? 
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A. I don't recall it being read to me. 
page 49 ~ Q. I will ask you if M:r. W. H. Foy ·who sigrted 
the b9nd, was not present when the $500.00 note 
an<l the $3,000.00 note was executed' · 
A. I know he was present when the bond was executed, 
but I could not say he was present when the· note was executed, 
but I was certainly under the impression that there were two 
distinct papers. · 
Q. I will ask yon, as a matter of fact, if there wasn't a 
$500.00 note and a $3,000.00 note, two separate~ and distinct 
papers, secured by the one deed of trustY · · · .! 
A. That was my understanding. 
Q. At the· time you signed it Y · 
A. At the time I signed it. 
Q. And Mr. Harry Wooding, Jr. was named as trustee in 
the deed of trust? · ~ · 
A. I did ~ot know that until I had the letter from you 4e-
manding payment. I did not know who was named trustee 
in the deed of trust. · 
Q. I will ask 'you if in June, 1932, if the note and deed of 
trust was not sent to Mr. Harry Wooding, Jr., for collection f 
A. If it was, I did not know it. · · · 
Q. Did J\fr. Wooding·every write you about itY 
A. Never. He said he ·refused to act-I remember that. 
Q. So, yon talked to Mr. Wooding about it'? '· 
' A. No, sir.· ·· ' · · · 
Q~ Well, how do you know what Mr. Wooding said? 
A. Either Mr. Sharp~bnt I think it was 'Mt.' S~arp-
or Mr: Meade talked' to Mr. Wooding. · · · · · 
Q. So, yon never talked to Mr. Wooding about it at allf 
A. Never, either orally or written. I never talked to him 
at all.· · · · · · · · 
Q~ Were you at the trial when Mr. Dillard was tried on 
this criminal· charge f · · · · ' ·· · ·. · · .· · '- · · 
A·. I was not. · 
Q. You don't know what preparation I had made i11 respect 
to trying- the cas.e, do you f · · 
A.- I don~t. 
Q. And y6u don't know how much work I did on it, do 
vonl · ·. · · 
· · A. I don't think yo~ did any. Yon know I did not know .. 
fiow could I know. I didn't stay in the office with ·yon:· ~ 
Q. -Will yon look over this list o·f witnesses here? 
pag-e 50 ~ Do ·yon know anything about these :Witnesses who 
were intervie,ved for Mr. Dillard. 'in 'respect to the 
criminal charge against him f , · · · · · · · 
A. Absolutely not. 
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Q. I believe you recently· got an offer to sell the property 
that is covered by this deed of trustY · 
'A. I have not heard of any. , 
Q. ·You have been making an effort to sell itt 
A. No, sir. That is my honie place.· No effort at all. 
Q~ You have not been negotiating for a .sale of ·itt · 
A. No, sir, emphatically no. I would not sell it so long ~s 
I can hold it. · · i · • • · · • · 
Q. Have you finished paying the Building and Loan th~ir 
lien t · · · · · · 
.li. .All but two payments. 
Q. A.hd what fire they f 
A. $30.00 each, interest and .principal. 
Q. So you have continuously kepi up· your payment to the 
Building and Loan and have not paid anything on the $500.00 
note or even have not· paid the $6.70 ·-ror · raeording the deed 
of trust? . 
. A. My husband keeps the paym~nts up on the home, and 
I haye ·not paia'~nyt~g orl. th.~ not.e in ~Ii.y for~tfwhat~v~r-
anv amount. · · ·' , .... 11 · •• · · ·•· '· , .. 
··Q~ How often do you come to Danville, Mrs. H~ll? 
A. Well, I would say on the average Of once·· every six 
months. 
Q. And you 'stay for what period of time? 
A. Well, I declare-! wond~r if that has a~ythj.~g to do 
'.Vith t~i~. Well, s~~~tirpes '11 ~tay th~ I w.e~Jr-~:rld never ~yer 
a week or ten ·days··at the longest: · -· ,, -· · · 
Q. And wherP.·do yon 1ive·whe:n you are her~Y With your 
brother at Schoolfield Y · · · · · · · ·.' 
A. I visit my relatives. I have lots of relatives here. 
Q,. Do ·y~u stay with Mrs. J~ H. Di11~rd1 · . · > 
A·. No.' ··· · 1 ·•·•• • 
Q. Mrs. ~all this bill of c:omplaint was nqt filed until Mr. 
Ramey, the attorney· -h~re ·in ·nan:Vi:tle, ··had ·threat~'n~d ·to ·id-
vertisP. the property u;nder this deed pf trust, was ~t f 
· A.·~ d~p.'~·~~w ju~~-'W'~en.t}le bill·wa:s fiiea,·~neth~r it was 
before or· afwr__q··~uppoge·It·was·'~tter'I·h~ard ··from Mr. 
Ramey. ··· · 1 · · ····'' • • !· -···:'· 
page 51 } Q. And he notified you tha~ he was going to f9re-
close the deed of trust~ -inasmuch· as:· the· building 
and Loan h~4 b.een practically p~id o:ut? 
.A.. :No, that 'is ineorr~ct~ ··I -had !!letter from Mr. &:rney 
saying that'-he was goi.ng to mov~·the court to.substitute 'him 
as- trustee for Ml\' Wo-oding, who was deceased. : 'lie did not 
mentioned the Building and !Joan. I do not know whethet 
he knew anything about it or not. 
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·Q. Then, after that was when you filed your bill of com-
plaint? . 
.A. The very day that I reeeived l\1:r. Ramey's letter I for-
warded that letter to my attorney, Mr. Edwin Meade, and I 
wrote a notation on the bottom. 
Q. So, you have been attending to your business affairs all 
the time, haven't you 7 
A. No, I told· you I had not. No, I said since, 1934. 
Q. You have been so that you could use your hand in writ-
ing since 1934 Y 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And since then you have .been doing your own corre-
spondence? 
A. That is correct, yes. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Meade: 
Q. Did you think that Mr. Stiers had dropped his alleged 
claim after the communications had with him through your 
counsel, up until the time that you received the notice from 
Mr. Ramey in 19'37 Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Well, I didn't know whether he had dropped it or not. 
I knew my title was still clouded. I knew there would have 
to be something done to clear the title. That is what I was 
waiting for-for him to make a move.. · 
Mr. Meade : I ·would like to offet two letters here, one 
dated March 31,1932, from J. M. Sharp to Edwin B. Meade-
. Objection by the defendant. Motion that letter be stricken. 
, Mr. Meade (continuing): and the other papers purporting 
to be a copy of a letter from Edwin B. Meade to J. M. Sharp, 
attorney, at Reidsville, North Carolina. 
Objection by the defendant. 
Mr. Meade: I offer these letters as Exhibits Hall B and C 
which it is claimed have a bearing on the letter of J. M. Sharp 
to P. T. Stiers referred to in the cross examination of the 
witness Elizabeth D. Hall, by Mr. Stiers. 
Objection on the part of the defendant. 
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page 52 } Q. Mrs. Hall, have you any estate other than the 
home at the corner of Baugh and Church Streets 
in Danville Y 
A. I have not. 
. Q. What does your husband dot 
A. He is general foreman in the Carolina and Northwest-
ern Railway Company. 
Q. You have no independent means of your own 7 
A. I have not. 
Q. ·Are you just about to pay off the building and loan 
debt against your home, whi-ch was outstanding against it in 
April, 1931 Y 
A. Well, now Mr. Hall pay those, yes, there .. are just two 
more payments. 
Q. During the time that you were in Mr. Stier's office on 
the day following your arrival at Danville and the day there-
after until the notes and deed of trust were signed, was Mr. 
Stiers attending to other business coming into his office 7 
A. He was. 
Q.- Was he engaged with clients during that timeY 
A. He was. I remember two colored men, particularly. 
Q. Did you spend a small amount or considerable time in 
waiting upon lrlm to attend to matters for others clients? 
A. A good deal of the time was in waiting· on him. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Stiers: 
Q. I believe you said that I broug·ht you to Danville to ex-
amine a title before the notes and the deed of trust were exe .. 
cuted 7 · 
A. You are right. 
Q. And you knew that the note for $500.00 was in respect 
to the fee in the matterY 
.A. I understood the note for $500.00 was to be the fee for 
representing him at his trial. 
Q. Well, who was to pay me for coming to Danville and 
examining the title to the property Y ' 
A. I just don't get that real clear. I thought all that was 
in thatY 
Q. Who 'vas to pay me for preparing the. notes and deed 
" of trustY 
page 53 } A. Well, it was all in Jim's interest; and I un-
derstood that Jim was going to pay that. It was 
for him, it was not for me. 
Q. Well, he is your brother Y 
A. Oh, yes, he is my brother. 
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Q. And it was all included in the $500J)() note, was it not Y 
A. I suppose so. 
And further this deponent saith not and authorized t~e 
Notary to sign her name to her deposition when it is tran-
scribed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH D. HALL; 
By: HELEN E. BOOTH, 
Notary Public. · 
The taking of the depositions in this cause pursuant to no-· 
tice is adjourned until Tuesday, May 18th, 1937, at 10 o'clock 
A.M. · 
The taking of the depositions in this cause, adjourned 
from Saturday May 15th, 1937, to Tuesday, May 18, 1937, was 
resumed at the time and place stated. 
Present: Edwin B. Meade, Attorney for Complainant. 
P. T. Stiers, in person. 
The witness 
MRS. DELLA M. TAYLOR, 
being duly sworn, deposes and says : 
Mr. Stiers: The defendants, and each of them, object to 
the taking of the depositions of this witness on the ground 
that this witness is not named in the notice of the taking of 
the depositions in this cause. · 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Meade: 
Q. You are Mrs. Della M. T~ylor T 
A. Yes. 
page 54~ Q·. Mrs. Taylor, you were present during the 
taking of the depositions of Mrs. Hall on Saturday, 
were you not Y 
A. I was. . 
Q. Do you recall the exact date on wliich yon called her 
over the telephone at her home at Hickory! 
A. No, I can't say that I remember the exact date. 
Q. The date of the copy of the deed of trust :filed as ''Ex-
hibit Hall 1" is April 23, 1931. With respoot to that date, 
about when was it that you made this call T 
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.A. To the best of my memory, if that was the 23rd. I called 
her the 21st. 
Q. At that time you were married to J. H. Dillard! 
.A .• I was divorced. 
Q. You had been married to him but were divorced Y 
A. Yes, but had been divorced just about a year-not quite 
8. year. 
Q. Had you married Mr. TaylorY 
A. No, I had not. 
Q. When did you receive notice that J. H. Dillard was in 
jail at Wentworth Y · 
·.A. Well, I don't remember the date, Mr. Meade, but I think 
it was the 21st of .April. 
Q. How did you receive such notice? 
.A. From the morning's· paper-the Register. As I was 
sitting at the breakfast table my brother brought the paper 
in and showed it to me. 
· Q. Did you later go to the jail at Wentworth to see Mr. 
Dillard? 
A. I did. 
Q. What was your purpose in going to the jail to see Mr. 
DillardY · · . · 
Objection by the defendant. 
A.. Well, I went to see just because I was interested and 
my brother asked me to go. I did not go that morning, right 
away. Well, I went over with my brother just to see him and 
to see what trouble he was in. 
Q. With what was he charged t 
Objection by the defendant. 
A.. WP-11, as best I remembe_r, he was charged with murder 
first, but later the C~roner 's jury again met and changed to 
manslaughter. in order to allow him bond. 
page 55 ~ Q. Did he request you to assist him in any way! 
A.. Not other except to get a bondsman. · 
Q. When did you ~ee Mr. Stiers, an attorney of Reidsville? 
A.. That same afternoon. 
Q. WhereT 
A. At his office in Reidsville. 
Q. Did you go to his office? 
A. I did. 
Q. For what purposeT 
A. To get him to help me get a bondsman. 
64 Supreme. Court of· Appeals of Virginia 
· Q. Did you know whether, at that time, Mr. Stiers had been 
employed by Mr. Dillard Y 
A. I did not. 
Q. Why did you got to 1\{r. Stiers Y 
A. Well, I just can't say exactly why I went to Mr. Stiers, 
except that-it seems to me that in the conversation with Jim 
Dillard that he told me to see M.r. Stiers. And then, Mr. 
Stiers had been employed by Jim at different times. 
Q. On former occasions? 
:A. On former occasions. And, naturally, I just thought 
of Mr. Stiers. 
Q. ·You have given two reason why you may have gone 
to Mr. Stiers. Can you definitely say which ·was the real rea_. 
son that to.ok you to Mr. Stiers Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Because I felt that Mr. Stiers would help in getting a 
bondsman. That is exactly way, I went to him. 
Q. Had the Coroner's jury met the second time when you 
went to see Mr. Stiers Y A: .Not when I went to see Mr. Stiers the first time, no. 
Q. Were you at the first coroner's jury? 
A. I was not. 
Q. What was the result .of your :first visit to Mr. Stiers' 
office with reference to what he was to do Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
page 56 ~ A. Well, all that I can remember was that he 
was to-it seems that Mr. Dillard was being held 
without privilege of bond, and that they had to get the coro-
ner's jury together again in order to place the bond, and that 
is all that I can remember that happened that first day. . 
Q. Did you not say that they had not held the first coroner's 
jury at 'the time your first went to~!~. Stiers? 
ObjectiQn by the defendant. 
A. Well, the first coroner's jury had been held, but I un-
derstood you to say the second coroner's jury. 
Q. At t~e time that you first went to Mr. Stiers' office, af-
ter leaving Mr. Dillard in jail at Wentw.orth, had the first 
coroner's jury been held? 
A. It had. 
Q. Did you ask Mr. Stiers to help you in getting Mr. :Bil-
lard out of jail on bond Y 
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· A. I did. 
Q. How soon after your first visit was it that th~ second 
Coroner's jury was held? 
A. If I remember correctly, the afternoon tP,at I was in 
Mr.· Stiers .office the first time, the second coroners jury was 
l1eld that night. 
Q. Were you present1 
A. I was not. 
Q. When and what advice did you receive in regard to their 
conclusions? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Do you mean when did I find out what had happened! 
Q. Yes. · 
A. The next morning- when I went back to J\!Ir. Stiers' office 
was when I heard what conclusion they had reached. 
Q .. Were you advised by him that the coroner's jury had 
chang-ed their verdict or murder to manslaug-hter? 
A. That is the way I remember it. They changed from 
murder to manslaug-hter, and fixed the bond at $3,000.00. 
Q. Then wh~t was your next step 7 
page 57 } A. 'V ell, the next step was ,to g-et a bondsman. I 
went to Wentworth and talked to Mr. Dillard and 
hP. named two or three men in Reidsville, whom he thought 
were his friends, that would go his bond. I don't guess I 
need to mention those names, but two or three of them re-
fused for different reasons I don't think I need mention, and 
then Mr. Stiers said, ''Mrs. Dillard, do you know l\£r. W. H. 
Foyt" I said,-''Yes, and Mr. Foy will sign that bond." He 
looked up Mr. Foy's telephone number and I called him. Mrs. 
Foy answered the 'phone and l\£r. Foy came to the 'phone and 
I told him who I was and asked him if he would meet me at 
l\{r. StiP.r's office. He said he would. He came right down, 
and I explained to him just what I wanted him to do, just 
what the trouble was, and he said, "Of course, I will sign 
it.'' 
Q. Did he require any security for signing it 7 
Objection by the defendant. 
A·. He did· not. 
Q. Why did you call Mrs. Hall at Hickory? 
A. I first called her because I knew that the Dillard home 
place was in her name and that she could put the home up as 
collateral to pro teet the bondsman in North Carolina: While 
Mr. Foy did not ask that that be done, but Mrs. Cox, Mrs. 
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Hall-was willing that that should be done. She was willing 
to do what she could. 
Q. Did Mr. Foy agTee to sign the bond after you had called 
Mrs. Hall and asked her to come to Reidsville T 
·A. Mrs. Hall was in the office when Mr. Foy came down to -
the office. l.VIrs. Hall was there already. 
Q. Then, Mrs. Hall 'vas present in Mr. Stier's office when 
Mr. Foy came to the· office and agreed to go bond 7 
A. She was. 
Q. For what purpose did you call her from Hickory to 
Reidsville T 
A. To help-to assist in getting· bondsman. · 
Q. Was she willing to give Mr. Foy security in the form 
of a deed of trust on the Danville, Virginia property T 
.A. Well, she was willing to help in any way she could to 
get a bondsman. . 
page 58 ~ Q. At the time that yon asked Mr. Stiers to assist 
you in getting Mr. Dillard out of jail .on bond did 
you employ or engage him to represent Mr. Dillard in de-
fending him in the criminal proceedings to be held at Went-
worthY 
A. I did not. I had not intention of employing counsel. 
My sole purpose in employing a bondsman was that Mr. Dil-
lard .could get out and look after his own interest. 
Q. Did you at any time from the moment that you called 
Mrs. Hall at Hickory up through the time that the notes and 
deed of trust were executed on the night of April 23, 1931, 
ask Mrs. Hall to engage ·Or employ, or assist you and Mr. Dil-
lard in engaging and employing counsel to defend him at 
his criminal hearing to be held at Wentworth Y 
A. I did not. 
Q. Did you inform Mrs. Hall as to what had taken place at 
the first and second coroner's juries f 
A. I did not that I remember, because I was talking over 
long distance and I made it just as short as possible. I just 
told her that Jim was in jail, charged with manslaughter, and 
the bond had been set at $3,000.00 and I asked her in whose 
name the home place was and she said, ''In mine". 
Objection by the defendant. 
Q. After she came to Danville, up until the time that the 
deed of trust and notes were executed, did you tell her what 
had taken place at the first and second coroner's juries7 
A. I don't remember, Mr. Meade, just our conversations. 
The main thing that we were interested in was just getting 
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a bondsman. We were not interested in counsel and I don't 
remember just the conversations between us. 
Q. When.did you take Mrs. Hall to Mr. Stiers' office for 
the first time Y 
A. Well, if I remember right, the deed was executed the 
23rd, wasn't it Y And if that was the 23rd, she went to his 
office the morning of the 22nd~ 
Q. Was it the day after she got to Danville! 
A. The day after she got to Danville about 12 o'clock at 
night. . 
Q. Were you with her Y 
A. I was with her. 
Q. Was it that day or a later day that Mr. Foy agreed to 
go on the bond? 
page 59} - A. It was the next night, which would have been 
the 23rd-the second night after she came. 
Q. Did 1\ir. Stiers make any demands or requirements of 
Mrs. Hall with reference to his fee up until the time that Mr. 
Foy expressed his willingness to go on the bond 7 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I have no remembrance of it being mentioned until after 
Mr. Foy -came in the office and they had the papers-now, 
understand, I was the third party, you see. It was between 
~Irs. Hall and Mr. Foy and Mr. Stiers. I wasn't there to sign 
anything at all, and, naturally, I stayed out of it and did not 
read any l)apers or anything like that, and the only thing 
I can remember is that Mr. Foy-after Mr. Foy had agreed, 
which he did, immediately after being explained the situation, 
1\fr. Stiers then said that this papers-whatever it was, I don't 
know-had to be signed bef-ore he would go any further. Now, 
that is my recollection of it, and I did not know at the time 
just what the paper was that Mrs. Hall signed. 
Q. And when he took this position which you have just de-
scribed, did Mrs. Hall right then and there sign the papers 7 
A. She did not, because she said-I remember very clearly 
s11e saying· that she had no way of paying it-whatever it 
was-that she only had her house allowance, she had no in-
come whatever, and said that she could not possibly pay any 
interest, and said that if she every paid anything on it it would 
be in $1.00, $2.00 and $5.00. That is the way I remember 
it. .And she broke down and cried. 
Q. How long did you say it was between the time that Mr. 
Stiers demanded or required that she sig·n this papers before 
proceeding further, up until the time she actually signed the 
PQ~7 0 0 
68 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
A. Well, Mr. Meade, I just can't remember just what time 
Mr. Foy came down to the office, but it was quite a little while 
before the paper was signed. I couldn't say just how long it 
was, but it was a right good little while. · 
Q. Did they argue backwards and forwards about the mat-
terY 
.A. Well, Mrs. Hall just conte:Q.ded that she could not pay. 
She was not employing a lawyer, that all she was there for 
was just to get a bondsman. That was her sole purpose in 
coming to Danville and to Reidsville. 
page 60 ~ Mr. Stiers: Objection.· Move that the answer 
be stricken out. 
. Q. You say that Mr. Stiers, at the point when he required 
her to sign the paper, stated that he would not proceed fur-
ther until the paper was signed. What did he mean by pro-
~eeiD:ng further Y 
Objection by the defendant . 
.A. Well, I just don't understand ~Ir. Meade. It seemed 
that he W·Ould not go any further in fixing up the papers for 
the bond-fixing up the bond-is the way I understood it and 
that is the way I remember it, because there had been no 
reference anyway, as I remember it, about employing coun-
sel, because that was not our intention in going over there. 
W ~ did not go over there for that purpose. But I do remem-
ber· 1\fr. Stiers' saying that whoever defended Mr. Dillard, 
this paper would have to be signed before he wol}ld go any 
further. 
Q.· Did he say what that paper was for Y 
.A. I don't remember hearing· what the paper was. I don't 
know. I just don't recall what the papers was that she signed. 
I didn't know at the time what she signed. 
Q. Did he say that the paper that he required her to sign, 
which has been shown to be a note for $500.00 was for his 
services in getting Mr. Dillard out on bond Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I just don't know, 1\{r. Meade, whether that was just 
what it was for or not, but I know that that was the conversa-
tion. You don't understand my position in the case. I was 
trying to help both sides. It was embarrassing to me, being 
divorced from Mr. Dillard as I was, to have been called in on 
the case as I was, and I .stayed in the background as much as 
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possible. M;r. Stiers knows that. I did not try to learn just 
what was going on between them. 
Q. After the papers were signed, did you and Mrs. Hall 
go over to the jail at Wentw.orth and.get Mr. Dillard¥ 
A. We did. 
Q. Was that the same day that the papers were signed? 
A. The same day that the papers were signed-that night-
It was late-! don't remember what time it was. 
page 61 ~ Q. Did Mr. Stiers go over thereY 
A. I can't remember whether Mr. Stiers went 
with us or not. 
Q. Did Mr. Foy goY 
.A. No, not that .J can recall. I remember that we were 
driving a coupe and just Mr. Dillard and Mrs. Hall and I 
was-and I was driving. 
Q. Who released Mr. Dillard from jail! 
A. If I remember correctly, it was Mr. Smith, Mr. M. T. 
Smith, the Clerk of the Court. 
Q. Was it day or night 7 
A. Night. Because it was so late we were in doubt as· to 
whether they would release him that night or not. 
Q. Upon returning from Wentworth; with Mr. Dillard, to 
Danville, was Mr. Stiers' name mentioned Y 
A. Mr. Meade, in that answer to that last question, it seems 
to me that we went over to Wentworth in Mr. Stiers car, got 
Mr. Dillard and came back to Reidsville and got our car-I 
think that was rig·ht-and came on to Danville. In coming· 
to Danville, of course, we were talking about the trouble-
Upon entrance of James H. Dillard Mr. Stiers moved that 
the witnesses be separated. 
A. (continuing) Very little was said. Well, we were all 
three so worked up over the trouble we could hardly talk, 
so very little was said, but I do remember saying-! don't 
know how it came about, but, anyway, we were just so glad 
that he had been released, and I said, "Well, you are out 
now, you can fig·ht for yourself." I remember saying that. 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. (continuing) And in someway-! don't remember just 
how-Mr. Stiers' nam~ was br·ought about, and Lizzie-Mrs. 
Hall-punched me in the arm and said, ''Don't say anything 
about what I have done.'' · 
Mr~ Stiers: I move that the answer be stricken out. 
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A. (continuing) Of course, I knew what she meant. 
Q. What did Mr. Dillard say with reference to Mr. Stiers Y 
Objection by the def~ndant. 
A. Well, Mr. Dillard says, ''Well, I know what lawyer I 
want.'' He said, ''I want Jim Sharp.'' That is just the way 
he said it. He said, ''That is one lawyer that I 
page 62 ~ feel I can depend on.'' 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. (continuing) And that is just about all that was said 
in reference to it, and it was just a general conversation from 
there on to Danville. Nothing in particular that I can re-
member bearing on the case. 
Q. You were present on Saturday when Mr. Stiers ex-
hibited a list of witnesses to Mrs. Hall, who was testifying. 
Do you recall seeing that list? 
A. I do. 
Q. After Mr. Dillard was released from jail did you assist 
further in the defense of his case? 
.A. I did. 
Q. What did you do? 
A. Well, must I go into detail Y 
Q. No, just generally. 
A .. Well, I took Mr. Sharp and Mr. Hester, I believe, Mr. 
Eugene Hester, I believe-
Objection by the defendant. 
A. (continuing) to South Boston to interview these people 
whom Mr. Dillard said that he had talked to the day of this 
accidP-nt. Well, I just drove these lawyers to these different 
places ; that is all I did that day. 
Q. Were these witnesses the same witnesses that were 
shown on the list that Mr. Stiers had in the office on Satur-
day? 
A. They were, from South Boston and Danville. 
Q. Did you attend the trial Y 
A. I did. 
Q. From the time that Mr. Dillard was released from jail, 
did Mr. Stiers take any part in the defense of his caseY 
A. Not to my knowledge. 
Q. Who defendP.d him at the trial Y 
A. Mr. J. M. Sharp. 
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Q. Did Mr. Dillard present .himself for trial on the day 
set by the court Y - · 
.A. He did. 
Q. And was tried Y 
A. He was. 
Q. Did a jury return a verdict in the caseY 
Objection by the defendant. 
page 63 _ ~ A. It was a hung jury. 
Q. Was he tried at a later term of courtY 
A. He was tried at a later court and acquitted. 
Q. Who represented Mr. Dillard at his second trial~ 
A. Mr. Sharp. 
Q. Did you attend the second trial? 
A. I did not. 
Mr. Stiers : Move that the answer be stricken out_ 
Q. Did I understand you to say that Mr. Stiers took no 
part in the defense at the first trial 1 
.A. Not to my knowledge. 
Q. You were there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you see him assist in the defense Y 
A. No, sir. Mr. Stiers did not bel p in the trial. 
Q. Can you say, judging from the conduct and actions of 
Mrs. Hall in Mr. Stiers' office, leading up to the execution of 
the deed of trust and notes, that Mrs. Hall was under the_ im-
pression that Mr. Stiers had been engaged to represent Mr. 
Dillard in the trial of his case to be held at Wentworth Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. She was under that impression. 
Q. Did she act on the strength of that understandingT 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. She did. 
}.fr. Stiers: Move that the answer be stricken out. 
Q. During the time spent by you and Mrs. Hall in ·Mr. 
Stiers' office during the part of two, days preceding the execu-
tion of the papers in question, did Mr. Stiers confer with 
and engage clients from time to time, or was he-
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.A. He did. Others came in. Q. Who .actually :persuaded Mr. Foy to go bond for Mr. 
Dillard? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Mr. Foy was not persuaded. Mr. Foy did it of his own 
free will. 
page ~4 ~ Q. Who interviewed him? 
. A. I did. 
Q. Where? 
A. In the adjoining office to where Mrs. Hall and Mr. 
Stiers were. 
Q. 'As I understand it, Mr. Stiers sug·gested Mr. Foy's 
name? 
A. He asked me-yes, he suggested Mr. Foy's name. He 
said, ''Mrs. Dillard, do you know Mr. W. H. Foy Y'' 
Q. And you called him up 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. And then he came to Mr. Stier's office, you interviewed 
him, and he expressed his willingness to go on Mr. Dillard ,.s 
bond. 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Yes. 
Q. .And Mrs. Hall was willing and did execute a deed of 
trust securing him Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A . .She did. 
Q. Do. you know of your own knowledge what Mrs. Hall's 
physical condition was at the time that 'she made the trip 
to Danville and Reidsville to assist her brother in getting out 
of jail and during the time subsequent to that date, for 
·three· or four years? 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. State of health was very bad, and, you might say just 
a nervous wreck . 
. }Jir. Stiers: Move that answer be stricken out. 
Q. Did she experience ·such a condition before this occa-
sion on which ~Ir. Dillard was held. in jail without bond? 
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Objection by the defendant . 
.A. She was for several months before. 
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Q. And ·subsequent to April 23: 19·31, did she experience 
the .same trouble 7 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. She did. 
Q. Did she spend some of the time in a sanatorium or sana-
toriums¥ 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. She did. Of course, I don't lmow the dates, because 
she was in North Carolina and I was in Virginia, but she 
· was in the hospital, I know, three times.-at Broad 
page 65 } Oaks Sanatorium. 
Mr. Stiers: Move that the answer be stricken out. 
Mr. Meade: That is all. 
Mr. Stiers: Defendants move to strike out the witness' 
evidence. 
CROSS EXA}IINATION. 
By Mr. Stiers: 
Q. Mrs. Taylor, did you and your sister, Mrs. Elizabeth 
D. Hall, go to see Mr. Dillard in jail at Wentworth Y 
A. We did not. 
Q. Did Mrs. Hall go to see him T 
A. She did not. 
Q. I believe you stated a while ago that you went to see 
him~ 
A. I did. 
Q. That was on the morning of April, 221 
A. I don't remember the date. I don't claim to remember 
the date. 
Q. Was it the day that Mrs. Hall first came to Reidsville? 
A. No, the first day I went to see Mr. Dillard 'vas the day 
it came out in the~ Danville Register about his trouble. 
Q. Let me see, what day of the week did it actually happen 
that he was charged with-
A. I don't remember. 
Q. And was it the first date that you 'vent to see him that 
you stated that he told you to go to see· Mr·. Stiets 7 
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A. Yes, the first time I went to ~ee him, that morning, I 
guess it was-no-it was after dinner when I went over there, 
in the afternoon, and I j\lst cafi ~t fecall now whether lie tol4 us 
diffitJtlY or wlU!tlitH" it was just aft assillnption on my part; but 
I know my ~brother and I were the ones who Went to 8~@ yt.Hl; 
but I think, now, Mr. Stiers, that you had already been to see 
him when I went over there. 
Q. Do you know what day of the week this was Y 
A. I have not any idea. 
Q, At tllai tlifie; h@ was in jail, charged With muftler ~nd 
without the privilege of bond? . 
A. That was my understandi~g. ~ . _ __ 
page 66 ~ Q. Now, is that the day tllfit Mts. Elizab@Ul Hall 
came to Reidsville Y · 
A, ~he t!Rftle tn_at nig;ht, about mitJniglit. _ . 
Q. ·Ybu. mean she came to. DanVille that nig~t? 
A, If I rt1HleihlJ~r eeff~etly, §lie €Ulhl~ to D~nville that 
night. I am sure that is right. 
Q. In other words; you and your brother went . to.. see_ Mr. 
Dillard wllile li~ WD.s there ill jail on one tlaY; antl tli@n Mrs. 
Ha1l came to Danville the night of that ~ayY 
A. If I remember corre<}tly, that is r1glit, ~ . . .. 
Q, And then yon iUld Mrs~ Hllll came to Reitl§viile; to Iny 
office, the next morning·? 
A. Yes, sir. I t~nk ?Ve ~eft Danville about 10 o'clock that 
n10rning or sometliifig' hlte th&t: 
Q. And got in Reidsville about 11 o.'clock. 
A. It was something like that. 
Q, N6\V, wil~re tli~ Mt's: iran afiti ~eu s~y thai day, Did 
you go to §@@ Ml', fiilllltd, or net Y 
A. She did not got to see· him at all. 
Q. Well, did you go to s@~ hltft thlli tllly?. 
A. I don't think I saw him~ that day at all. 
Q. B1lt yt>tl lHleW he Waf! o@ihg lu~ltl in jail without the 
privilege of bond 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you tatd Mrs, Hal~ tllllt Jie was being hetd In ~ail 
Witllfittt }JtiVil~!fe Of btliUl, didil 't Yfiti Y .. 
A. No, sir. Whe~.sl1e came to Reidsv.ille the bond haQ. ill= 
~eady b~~~ flied_; W@ll) this is my _fecolle6ti6H. of the whole 
thing t M~ bl'6th~r anti I wafii to Wentworth and we found 
out the tl'Ollbl@, llD.d my b~otli@f An.4 foli; Mr~ ~lef~ it f re-~ ' 
tn~tnbet t!orr@ctlf; m11.i tlOWfi to R~1:fiii.; . and th@ uotoner 's 
jury was gotten together again and tlie ~~rge was c1Ulii!f~tl 
f:rom murder to manslaught~r, the boftd rut@tl at Q;lJ,ooo,oo. 
Thtlt is whnt I t!ttll@tl Mrs: Hall and told her-t6 6ome to 
Danville.. The fll'st tli.ifi~ i asked he'f~ w"ii~rt f c&tieil lier WD.s; 
''Lizzie, in whose name is the hotfie placet;; That ls jus~ wliltt 
I asked her!- And she s~id, ''Della, what is the tr~ul;)le.'' And 
I told her (I am using the name t 'Jitll'' because 
TJage 67 ~ that is just the way_ I told lHH·) f said, '' Jin). is in 
trouble and h~ needs a botidsmafi. ~ J And I told 
her just whl!t the trouble wa·s; abd I said; t' The bOnd has 
been fiXed at $3;000.00; and 1 don't ltnow anybody elf3e to 
call." . 
Q. Mrs. :Oiliftrd, 1:1s a m.ati~r or f~ct, that fitst coroner's 
jury was 4eld on ~aturday night, w~s~ ~t it~ . . . 
A. I ctitlld not iell yott; ¥r. Stiers, t haven't any i<l~a. 
Q. It has been a good whUe ba~k?. 
A. I suppose it ha_s, it .hfls b~eil ab9U.t six years. 
Q. And you ~otild be mistaken ift W;liat .ton have sald 1 
A. J coul~ be mistaken, exc~pt ib wllat I have said all the 
·way tlirouglt · 
Q. And you did not call Mrs. Hall uptil after the first cofo= 
ner 's inctu~!St did you t And at "th~ tlm{3 Mrs. Hall came do\vn 
th~ ~~coiitl coroner J§ inquest had not been held, had itt 
A, tt hat1. 
Q. Are you positive about itT 
· A. W enj I an1 filiDfisi po~Ulve betla:tlse how could I have 
iold h~r the amtlnnt of the b6nti if ih~ bond had noi b@en 
fht@tlt 
Q. I will ask you, if, as a mnUer of ~tl~t~ Mfs. Hall did fiot 
get into Reidsville about 11 o'clock anti tli@ setlond ~oronet's 
inquest was held the night of t~at same day, or the llft@r:fi{;)bn 
of that same day? 
A. No. 
· Q~ And; then, 6h the e@c6iHi flay; thai Mrs. lhtll afid I clifne 
to Danvillf~ and looked up the title to the property whltili. 
she was going to put up as security? ~ ~ . 
A. You came. with Mrs. Hall to Danvll\@ the tlrst tla1 tliat 
slie \vas i:n Beltlsvllle. Tile ~6r6l1er 's ifi!itl~~t h~d been. held 
~he night befqre-she came in here the nlghi th!t the ~oroner 's 
int]UeBt Wa§ heltt . · 
Q. Yo~ lilay thht i~ your r~eollei!tldll of itt 
A~ Ii is; · , 
Q. But you could be mistaken? 
A, A~Ohitelv · I im not nerfect 
., ' J:' • Q. You heard me tell· Mrs. Hall that she would lia\ffi to 
make some arrangem_glli~ iQ l§efnU\~ the f~e, tha~ I would tlot 
trtU~t M't. Dillat'd' . 
page 88 ~ · A. Now; I ilofi 't remetilb@r tour teiilfig h~r t~at. 
I don't know what passed betw@@ll ytlU aitd Mrs. 
Hait I just really did not try h> he~t Whtt~ passed b~tween 
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you. Ai:, I said before, I stayed just as far in the background 
as I could. 
Q. But you do remember hearing me say I would not trust 
Mr. Dillard for the fee? 
A. Well, l don't remember hearing you say that. 
Q. But you did hear ~Irs. Hall say that if she had to pay 
the note she 'vould have to pay it $1.00, ·$2.00 and $5.00 at the 
time? 
A. She did not say she would pay it that way. She sai~ 
"If I have it to pay." 
Q. But you did hear me tell Mrs. I-Iall that I would not go 
any further until the fee was secured? 
A. Yes, I heard you tell her that. 
Q. And that was before she signed the note Y 
A. Before she signed the note. 
Q. Now, Mr. Foy came in the office several times, did he 
not? 
A. No, sir, I have no recollection of Mr. Foy coming in the 
office but one time. That was when I called him at his home. 
Q. It was about 12 o'clock in the night when the papers 
were finally executed, wasn't it? · 
A. No, Mr. Stiers, I don't think it was that late. 
Q. What is your best recollection as to what time it was¥ 
A. It seems to me, as well as I can remember, that it was 
around between 10 and 11 o'clock. 
Q. In the nighttime? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know Nellie Mitchell Y 
A. I do. 
Q. Was she the secretary working in the office at that 
timeY 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was she there? 
A. No, she was not. Nellie was there during the day when 
we were there. 
page 69 ~ Q. You told :Mr. Dillard about the charge having 
been changed from murder to manslaughter? 
A. I have no recollection of telling Mr. Dillard anything 
about it at all. 
Q. Did he make any inquiries as to how he was getting out 
of jail? . . 
A. I did not go back to the jail to see him. 
Q. Well, on the way from Wentworth to Danville did he 
make any inquiries about how he was getting out of jail? 
A. He knew that. 
Q. Did he not make any inquiries as to how he was getting 
out of jail? 
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.A. No, he did not make any inquiries of me, Mr. Stiers. 
He knew that ~Ir. Foy had signed the bond. · 
Q. Who told him that ¥r. Foy had signed the bond. 
A. Who told him that Mr. Foy had signed the bond 7 
A. We told him when we vrent over· there for him. 
. Q. When you first went to see Mr. Dillard, you and he had 
discussed the matter of him being held in jail without the 
privilege of bond, hadn't you? 
A. No, I don't remember even discussing that with him at 
all. 
Q. He knew that he was committed to jail on charge of mur-
der, without the privilege of bond, did he notY 
A. Yes, but he did not discuss it with me. 
Q. You knew it, didn't you? 
A. Yes, from the newspaper. 
Q. And you know that something had to be done in order 
to allow him the privilege of bond, did you not' 
A. I don't know anything· about it, and I don't know what 
has to be done in a case of that kind. 
Q. So that is why you were seeking the services of counsel, 
was it not? ' . 
A. I did not seek services of counsel, Mr. Stiers. . 
Q. W P.ll, have you not just stated that you did not know 
what had to be done? 
.A. Well, as I said, I don't know what had to be done, but 
Jim and I did not discuss that at all. I had no thought of 
securing counsel. That had not entered my mind. 
Q. Well, didn't you know that something had to be done 
in order to secure bond T 
. . A. I did not kno'v what steps had to be taken. 
page 70 } Q. But you did know that he w·as being· held in 
jail on a charge of murder, without the privilege 
of bond, didn't you. 
A. That is what I read in the newspaper. 
Q. And then when you talked to him in jail you discussed 
it with him, didn't you? 
· A. Yes, but-
. Q. And, then, you knew that something had to be done in 
order to g·et him the privilege of bail, didn't you Y · 
A. Well, certainly, I did . 
. Q. And that is why you were seeking the advice and ·as-
sistance of counsel, isn't it? . 
A. Yes. It was just a supposition on my part, as far as 
I can remember, that Jim had employed Mr. Stiers. 
Q. Well, you had been to see J\fr. Dillard in jail before you 
and his sister Mrs. Elizabeth Hall, came to my office? 
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A.. I had been to see Mr. Dillard the day before Mrs. Hall 
a~d I came to your office, but not that day. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Meade: 
Q. Mrs. Taylor, will you relate briefly and in a general way 
the facts and circumstances under which Mr. Dillard was 
held in jail on a charge of first, murder and then changed to 
manslaughter Y 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. Mr. Meade, I don't understand. 
Q. What did the charges grQw out off 
A. You mean, what happened Y 
Q. Yes, briefly. 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. 'Veil, Mr. Dillard's car was involved in an accident on 
the Mayfield road. A colored woman was killed and he was 
arrested for the offense. 
Q. Now, when you and Mrs. Hall and Mr. Stiers went over 
to Wentworth on the night. that Mr. Willard was released 
from jail, did Mr. Stiers see and talk to Mr. Dillard on that 
night? 
Objection by the defendant. 
page 71 ~ A. I don't remember. In fact, I am not positive 
about Mr. Stiers going over there that night, but 
it just seems that I have a faint recollection of that being 
what happened, and it seems to me that we went into the 
courthouse and Mr .. Smith came in and they went through 
some form-I don't know what-and the jailer released Mr. 
Dillard. 
Q~ When he released Mr. Dillard, where was Mr. Stiers¥ 
Objection by the defendant. · 
A. That is what I can't remember, whether Mr. Stiers went 
with us or not. I can't remember that. 
Q. Can you say definitely and positively whether Mr. Stiers 
. ever saw Mr. Dillard on the night on which he was released? 
A. I cannot. 
Mr. Stiers: Move to strike out the witness,. evidence. 
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RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Stiers : 
· Q. Do yon remember my telling Mr. Foy, the bondsman, 
the nature and kind of security that would be given him to 
secure him from any loss in ,the event Mr. Dillard did not 
·appear at courtf · 
A. ·You told him that it was the Dillard home place at Dan-
ville-described the property to him. 
Q. And, Mrs. Dillard, were you present at all times during 
the conversation with Mrs. Hall in respect to the arrange-
ments about the fee in the mattert 
A. I was not; and one one occasion Mrs. Hall got so nervous 
I went out to the drug store and got a dose of ammonia for 
her. 
Q. When was that. 
A. Just before the paper was signed. She got very nervous 
just before it was finally settled. I remember that very well. 
Q. Do you recall my having a conference with Mr. Foy 
prior to the time that he executed the bond for Mr~ Dillard! 
A. You did not. Mr. Foy had not been mentioned until 
the time you asked me did I know him, and immediately after 
Mr. Foy came in-and I have told you the conversation that 
passed between us-and he said-''! will sign it.'' There 
was no secret conference-there was not any-
page 72 } ·thing-
Q. Was that before I told him the security Y 
A. No, that was before you said anything to him abo'6.t it. 
He had not talked with you at all. 
Q. What time of evening was it when Mr. Foy was first 
communicated with! · 
A. I don't remember, but it was late. 
Q. Was it before six o'clock? 
A. I think it was after six o'clock. I think it was later 
than that, because I remember that your stenographer had 
gone and that you called Mr. Tucker from the drug store to 
come down and take the acknowledgment. Now, I think Mr. 
Tucker was who you called; I would not say for sure, but if 
I remember eonectly, that is who yon called. 
Q. You did not know what conversation I had had with 
Mr. Foy prior to the time that he came down to the oftice, do 
you? 
A. No, I do not know of any conversation prior to that be-
tweP.n Mr. Stiers and Mr. Foy. · 
Q. And·you don't know what conversation I had with Mr. 
Foy prior to the time that he signed the bond, do you! 
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.A. You did not have any at the office. 
Q_. I mean before he came to the office. _ 
A. No, I just told you. Before Mr. Foy 's name was men-
tioned I had talked to Mr. Walter Windsor about acting as 
bondsman. Mr. Windsor came down to the office, and this is 
what Mr. Windsor said, and you will remember it: "I would 
not hesitate one minute to sign this bond for Jim, because I 
know he isn't going anywhere, but my finances are not in con- · 
dition to have them exposed.'' 
Q .. Do you recall whether or not an effort was made to se-
cure any other bondsman f 
A. You called Mr. Scott-John F. Scott-before Mr. Wind-
sord was called. Mr . .Scott was very rude and told you just 
where to go to, that he would not have anything to do with 
it. Now, I remember that very well, and you do too. 
Q. Was Mr. Scott in financial condition to sign the $3,-
000.00 bond Y 
page 73 }. A. I don't know anything about his condition at 
all. I did not talk to Mr. Scott. I did not see 
him, but I heard your conversation over the 'phone with Mr . 
.Scott. I just remember it then-how we laughed about it . 
.And further this deponent saith not, and authorizes the 
Notary to sign her name to this her deposition when it is 
transcribed. 
MRS. DELLA M. TAYLOR, 
By: HELEN E. BOOTH, 
Notary Public. 
The witness 
J.A!\fE8 H. DILLARD, 
being duly sworn, deposes and says : 
DIRECT EXA!'IINATION. 
By Mr. Meade: 
Q. You are ,James H. Dillard? 
· A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Dillard, what was your business in the month of 
April, 1931? 
A. I worked for Mr. Payne. 
Q. In the automobile business? 
A. Yes. 
Q. WhP.re did you live Y 
-A. Well, I lived part the time at· Reidsville and part of 
the time down here. 
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Q. Of course, you recall that you were in a collision of some 
kind on the J\!Iayfield road in April, 1931, in which a colored 
woman was killed 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you arrested for the death of this woman f 
A. Yes, sir. 
A. No, sir, tried by a jury at Wentworth. 
A. Yes, sir, they locked me up that night at two o'clock. 
Q. At Wentworth, North Carolina Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you tried before a Coroner's jury before they 
locked you up . 
.A. Yes, sir. 
page 7 4 } Q'. And do you recall what they charged you 
withY 
A. Murder in the second degree. 
Q. And were you later tried by a coroner's jury Y 
"A. No, sir, tried by a jury at Wentworth¥ 
Q. You were present at the :first coroner's jury. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. As a result of the findings of the first coroner's jury 
were you held 'vithout bond at Wentworth? 
A. Well, I don't kno'v whether anything was said about the 
bond or not. They fixed the bond at $3,500.00---that is, the 
best I can remember. 
Q. 'Did you say $3,500.00-$3,000.00 or $3,500.00 Y 
A. Either $3,000.00, or $3,500.00. I was not there when 
the bond was fixed. 
Q. It is an admitted fact in the record that there were two 
coroner's juries held Y · 
Objection by tlte defendant. 
A. No, sir, I did not ·attend ·any coroner's jury-I only·at-
tended one coroner's jury. 
Q. Did you ever attend more than one coroner's jury T 
A. No, sir. , 
Q~ Were you taken out of jail at Wentworth from the time 
that you were first placed in jail up until the time that you 
'vere released on bond Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Mr. P. T. Stiers come to see you while you were in 
jail at Wentworth? 
- ------------, 
A. No, sir, only the night I was released. · · 
Q. Did you employ ~Ir. Stiers to represent you in any way 
on account of getting· bond or on account of defending you 
at the trial to be held in the Superior Court? 
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A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you talk to him on the night that you were released! 
A. No, sir, only to tha~k him for the ride-! rode back to 
Reidsville with him. 
Q. Yon rode back to Reidsville with him in his carY 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 75 ~ Q. Did you know why he had come over to Went-
. worth that night Y · 
A. No, sir, only he just brought my sister over there with 
bim. ~ 
Q. Did he bring Mrs. Dillard with himY 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he have any conference with you that night Y 
.A. No, sjr. 
Q. Did he tell you that he had rendered professional serv-
ices to you in obtaining bond 1 · 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you engage him or have any conversation with him 
on that night about representing you 1 
.A. No, sir. 
Q. When you were released from jail, did you employ your 
own counsel Y 
A. I employed Mr. Jim Sharp. 
Q. Did Mr. Sharp represent yon at you:r trial in the Su-
perior Court at Wentworth Y 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. How many trials were held f 
A. Two. 
Q. What the the outcome of the first trial f 
A. The first trial was a hung jury. 
Q. What was the outcome of the second trial Y 
A. Nolle prossed. It was thrown out of court. 
Q. Was it nolle prossed, or were you acquitted Ly a jury f 
A. Nolle prossed. I was not tried but :once. 
Q. Yon mean the jury did not sit in the second trial! 
.A. No, sir, the judge .throwed it out. 
Q. When you were released from jail on the night re--
ferred to, were you recognized or required to appear back 
at the regular term of the Superior Court 7 
Objection b~ the defendant. 
A. Yes, sir, I was summoned to the first court. 
Q. Did you so appeart · 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 76} Q. And you were tried and there was a hung juryf 
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A. Hung jury. 
Q. Now, did you appear at the next term! 
A. No, my lawyer told me not to appear in court unless he 
called me. My case was the first one called that morning,-and 
the Judge just Nolle prossed it. It did not come up for 
trial. 
Q. Did you ever have any idea of employing Mr. Stiers to 
represent you in the· case T 
A. No, sir, · 
Q. When did you first learn that your sister, Mrs. Hall, had 
executed a $500.00 not to Mr. Stiers and secured it by a deed 
of trust on her property at Danville Y . 
A. Well, I was in Walter Windsor's office one day, talking 
toh~ 
Q. Who is Walter Windsor? 
.A. He run a clothing store there then Y 
Q. Clothing store where Y 
A. In the Scott building-old man Scott's building. 
Q. I know, but what place! 
A. Oh, Reidsville. 
Q. How did the matter come upt 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I had just gotten back from South !Boston and told him 
I had good luck with my witnesses down there, and I had e'm .. 
ployed Jim Sharp, and he charged me $100.00, and I said, ''I 
have already got my lawyer paid.'' I paid him in Advance." 
. He.Mtid, "Now I am going to tell you something that I know 
you don't know.'' He said, ''You are my good· friend and I 
ought to tAll you.'' And he says, "You know that Mr. Stiers 
has got your sister mixe-d up on a paper to defend you in your 
case.'' And I told him that was news to me. I didn't know 
a thing in God's world about it. I went down there and got 
after Mr. Stiers about it, and he said that I had nothing to 
do with it, it was all between my sister--whet~r he pleaded 
my case or not be was going to get his money. 
Mr. Stiers : I move that that part of his answer be .stricken 
out as to conversation with W. S. Winds~r. 
page 77} Q. Did Mr. Stiers plead your etlse'l 
A. No, he never touehed my case, no more than 
the blackest negro in the United States. He didn't know 
nothing about my case. I was after bond. 
Q. When was this conversati?~ you had with Mr. Windsor, 
how ·soon--after you got out of Jail! 
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.A. Well, I reckon it was a month or six weeks after I got 
out of jail. I forget the date, but it was somewhere around 
that. 
Q. What did you say you paid Mr. Sharp for defending 
vou at the trial Y 
w A. $100.00. 
Q. Was. tP.~t all you paid him! 
Objection by the defendant . 
.A. All. he charged me: 
¥r. Stiers: Move that the answer be stricken out. 
CROSS EXAMINATION~ 
By Mr. Stiers : 
Q. Wl;lat ·was the· date of the accident, Mr. Dillard? 
.A. I could not tell you to save rny life. It seems like it 
was in .August. 
Q. August of what year? 
A. 1932, I think, or 1931. One or two. 
Q. Do you remember the day of the week that it happened? 
A. It happened on 1\fonday, at 12 :30-quarter past 12 on 
;M:onday. I remember that distinctly, because I was in South 
Boston at t}lat hour. 
Q: Of August, 1931 or 1932. 
A. Either one of the dates, I don't remember which. 
Q. And those dates are just as clear in your mind as every-
thing else 1 · . 
.A. I can't remember whether it was 1931 or 1932. And 
l1e said he could not remember the date. He said, "Jim, I 
will have to look it up.'' He did not know whether it was 1931 
or 1932. 
Q. But you kno·w it was in August? 
·- A. ~ o, I don't know it was in August. 
Q. J3ut to the best of- your recollection it was in August Y 
A. I think it was-no I don't think it was August. 
Mr. Stiers showed a. paper to the· witness. 
page 78 ~ Q. Did you-ever see ·that paper before? 
A. I never laid eyes on that paper before. 
: Q.· Well, one of your witnesses was ·w. A. McOalnes, of 
South Boston? · . 
A:~ .Yes, sir. 
Q. And you claim that you left South Boston at 11 :35 A. M: 
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A. I think that was correct Y 
Q. And you had another witness, B. F. Speer, of South 
Boston? 
A. Well, I don't remember about Speer, but I reckon he 
was there. 
Mr. Meade: Objection is taken to the conduct of Mr. Stiers 
in examining the witness from a written statement in his 
hand, purporting to contain certain information, which state-
ment Mr. Stiers refuses to allow complainant's attorney to 
see before examining the witness. 
Mr. Stiers : The statement was offered to the witness on 
the stand for his examination, and the witness stated that he 
had never seen the paper and that he had never laid eyes on 
the paper until this morning. 
Mr. Meade: Let the record show that as soon as objec-
tion was made to the paper Mr. Stiers ceased to examine the 
witness from it. · 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim that Mr. B. F. Speer, 
of South Boston saw you at 11 :35 on the morning of the ac-
cident? 
A. No, sir, I did not say that. 
Q. Do ·you know B. F . .Speer superintendent of the Hali-
fax Cotton Mills 7 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. You claimed that you were in South Boston at the time 
of the accident, did you not? · 
A. I left South Boston at quarter past twelve, the same 
hour the accident happened. 
Q. You claimed that you were in South Boston at the time 
of the accident, didn't you? 
A. ·Yes. 
·Q. ·And you claimed, further, that B. F. Speer, superin-
tenden't of the Halifax Cotton Mills, saw you in South Boston 
at 11 :35 on the morning of the accident at that time? 
A. I left his office at that time..,.-around that time. 
Q. Do you know C. L. Pierce, a merchant, of South Boston f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim that this C. L. Pierce 
saw you in South Boston between the hours of 11 ,and 12 on 
the morning of the accident? 
page 79 } A. I might have, I don't remember about that. 
Q. Do you know John F. Redd, body man of the 
Crowell Auto Company, South Boston. 
A. No, Mr. Crowell is the only m'an I know there. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim that you had a con-
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versation with Mr. John F. Redd of the Crowell Auto Com-
pany, South Boston, about 11:55 on the the morning of the 
accident? 
.A.. I don't know him. 
Q. Do you deny it? 
.A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know Mr. C. 0'. Chaney, a merchant of Birchland 
Park, Paces, Virginia f 
A. I might have, but I don't remember. 
Q·. And I will ask you if you did not claim that you saw 
Mr. Chaney on the morning of the accident between 12 :30 
and 1 o'clock? 
A. I don't remember. It mig·ht have been true, but I could 
not tell you to save my life. 
Q. Do you know 1\Ir. J. L. Hudgins, who operates a service 
station on R. F. D. No.4., Danville, Virginia f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you know him? 
A. No, sir, I don't. 
Q. Ever heard of him Y 
.A.. No; he did not attend any trial for me. 
Q. I asked you if knew him f 
.A.. No, sir, I don't know him. 
Q. Have you ever heard of him? 
A. The first time I ever heard his name was when you 
called it. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim that you was at Mr. 
Hudgins place of business around 1 o'clock on the day of the 
accident? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you know Mr. L. G. Lewis, Deputy Sheriff of Dan-
ville? · 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim you spoke to Mr. 
Lewis at Moffet Memorial Church around 1 o'clock on the day 
of the accident f 
A. No, sir. 
page 80 ~ Q. Do you lrnow Mr. J. R. Bell, ex-chief of police 
of Danville, Virginia 7 
A. Yes, sir. · 
0. I will ask you if you did not contend that you saw Mr. 
Bell on the streets· of Danville about 1 o'clock on the day of 
the accident? · 
A.· That is correct. 
Q. And you set up what is known as an alibi in defense of 
the charge which was pending against you f 
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A. I didn't set up no alibi, for there won't nQ case against 
me. 
Q. You claimed that you were in South Boston at the time 
of the accident Y 
A. I was, and proved to the court that I was there. 
Q. And these witnesses whose names that I have mentioned 
were the witnesses you proposed to prove the alibi by. . 
A. No, sir. Some of them were, but some of them I don't 
know nothing about. Now, Hudgins,-! don't know where 
they came from-know nothing. . 
Q. I believe you stated on your direct examination that the 
thing you were interested in was that you were after bond? 
.A. I thought my sister was going on my bond. I did not 
know she was getting counsel. 
Q. You say you 'phoned your sister to get bond for you t 
A. I 'phoned my sister to sign me a bond-to get a bond 
for me. 
Q. Well, do you want to explain about the bond f 
A. It is all right with me. 
Q. No, g·o ahead and explain about it . 
.A. Mr. Smith just came over to the jail and told me my 
bond was all right, but he asked me was anybody in Reids-
ville that I knew of that would sign this bond, endorse -this 
bond. I told him to take it to Mr. Foy to endorse my bond 
for me, and I thought he would. · . 
Q·. And did Mr. Smith carry it to Mr. Foy and get him to 
endorse itf 
A. Della, there, took it to Reidsville for me. I don't know 
anything about how Mr. Stiers came into it. 
Q. Under the first coroner's inquest you were being held 
on a charge of manslaug·hter, without the privilege of bond, 
were you not Y 
A. There won't nothing said about no bond. They just took 
me on and locked me up. They didn't say nothing about no 
bond. 
page 81 } Q. I will ask. if you did not know. that at the 
first hearing before the coroner's jury that you 
were held on a charge of murder, without the privilege of 
bond? 
.A. No, sir. Lynn Worsham told me that they would lock 
me up, that I would get bond next morning. 
Q. How much was the bond fixed by the coroner's juryT 
A. I don't remember that any bond was fixed. 
- Q. How were you going to get bond when you did not know 
the amount of it. 
A. Lynn Worsham came to see me in jail the next morning 
and told me what the bond was going to be. 
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Q. After you were locked up that night! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And told you how much the bond would be. 
A. Yes, sir, about what it would be. 
Q. AI;Ld how much did he tell you it would beY 
A. He· said about $3,500.00. 
Q. A.1;uli$ that the amount of the bond that you gave 7 
A: I can't remember whether it was $3,500.00 or $3,000.00. 
Whatever it was, I gave it. That is all I remember. · 
Mr. Stiers: The defendant moves to strike out the evi-
dence. · 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Meade: 
Q. Mr. Dillard, had your sister, Mrs. Hall, before her mar-
riage to Mr. Hall worked for a law :firm Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who had she worked for Y 
A. Meade & Meade. 
Q. Meade and Meade of Danville, Virginia Y 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. Do you know: how long she worked for them f 
A. Not the number of years-a long time, but I don't know 
how long. 
Q. Did you at any time after you were arrested and placed 
in jan,· directly or indirectly, through anyone else, employ 
Mr. Stiers to get you out of jail get bond for you, or defend 
you in any way in your caseY 
page 82 r A. No, sir, in no way whatever. I can tell you 
to. 
what Mr. Foy saiq about t~e case if you want me 
Q. I would like for you to tell me what }Jir. Foy said, as 
Mr. Foy is one of the defendants .in this suit.' 
· Objection by the defendant. 
A. When I got out of jail I went by Mr. Foy 's house and 
thanked him for signing my bond~ and he said it was a pleas-
ure to sign it, and I offered to pay him for it. That is all, 
it was just a pleasure to sign it, and he did not charge me 
anything. 
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RE-CROSS EXAMll~A.TION. 
By Mr. Stiers: 
Q. Did you go to Mr. Foy's house directly from the jail i 
A. I w-ent there about 10 minutes after I got to Reidsville, 
went to his house, Della, there, was with me. 
Q. Your wife, divorced wife, was with you! 
A. Yes, she was with me. 
Q. Who else was with you f 
A. I don't remember whether I went up there in your ·car 
or whether it was in my car. I rode back from Wentworth 
in your car. I don't remember whether it was in your car or 
my car. 
And further this deponent saith not, and authorizes the 
Notary to sign his name to his deposition when it is tran-
scribed. 
The witness, 
JAMES H. DILLARD, 
By: HELEN E. BOOTH, 
Notary public. 
MRS. DELLA M. TAYLOR, 
being recalled, deposes and says : 
Examination by 1\{r. Stiers: 
Q. Mrs. Taylor, these papers offered as plaintiff's Hall Ex-
hibit 1 was executed in Reidsville, Rockingham County, North 
Carolina¥ 
A. They were. · 
Q. .And the note for $500.00 was it also executed in Reids-
ville, Rockingham county, North Carolina? 
A. It was. 
page 83 J Q. 1\tirs. Elizabeth D. Hall is a resident citizen 
of Hickory, North Carolina 1 
A. She is. 
Q. And the defendant, W. H. Foy is a resident citizen of 
Reidsville, Rockingham County, North Carolina T 
.A. Yes, sir. 
·Q. And the defendant, P. T. Stiers, is also a resident of 
R£·idsville, Rockingham County, North Carolina T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And all the papers in connection with this matter were 
executed in Reidsville, Rockingham· County, North Carolina Y 
A. They were. · · 
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And further this deponent saith not. 
The witness 
MRS. DELLA M. TAYLOR, 
By: HELEN E. BOOTH, 
· Notary Public .. 
JAMES H. DILLARD, 
being recalled, deposes and says : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Mr. Meade: 
Q. Mr. Dillard, did Mr. Stiers ever represent you in other 
matters prior to the time that you were in jail at Wentworth Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You stated that yon did not employ Mr. Stiers and he 
did not actually represent you in defending the charge in the 
Superior Court of Rockingham County Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Why was it that you did not employ Mr. Stiers to rep-
resent you. 
Objection by the defendant. 
A. I brought suit against the brackin Boy down here· and 
got judgment, and Mr. Stiers taken it on a 15% basis, and 
when he collected the money I did not find it out for several 
months afterwards. 
Q. Well, has he ever settled with you for the collection Y 
A. No, sir. 
page 84 ~ Q. Then, at the time you were in jail at Went-
worth you were not on good terms with Mr. Stiers, 
were you? 
A. No, sir. That was why I was surprised at his having 
anything to do with it. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Stiers: 
Q. When was the suit brou.ght against the Brackin boy in 
Caswell County Y 
A. In 1930. · · 
Q. What time in 19307 
A. I don't remember at the moment the date. I can look 
back on my file and find it. 
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Q. You had given some other parties an assignment of the 
claim, hadn't you 7 
A. What parties! 
Q. I am asking you. . 
A. No, sir, you were handling it. 
Q. Let's see, you went into bankruptcy up in North Caro-
lina, didn't you Y · 
A. Yes, sir, that is right. 
Q. When did you go into bankruptcy! 
A. I don't remember just when it was. Mr. Stiers fixed 
my bankruptcy papers for me. He left that claim out. 
Q. I will ask you if you had not made an assignment of that 
claim to someone else for a debt that you owed them Y 
A. NoJ sir. 
Q. Well, the Bracking that you have reference to is Mr. J. 
M. Brackin, who lives on Pine Street, in Danville,. Virginia. 
A. I don't know where he lives now, but his mother died 
out there in Caswell and left him that estate. · 
Q. Well, do you know J. M. Brackin who lives on Pine 
Street in the City of Danyille t 
.A. I don't know where he lives now. He did live in Reids-
ville. 
Q. Well, l1is father sells fertilizer for the Lester Company, 
doesn't heY 
.A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you know him 1 
A. ·Yes, sir. 
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A.. I don't know where he lives now. 
Q. Well he did live in Danville in 1930t 
A. The Brackin I sued was living in Reidsville at that time. 
I got a judgment against him. 
Q. Well, have you ever seen the judgment 7 
A. Well, I took a lawyer down there and looked it over, 
but he told me to keep my mouth shut until this was over. 
Q. Well, that was 1930 t 
A. I said it happened in 1930. 
Q. And at that time I was representing you in the matter 
where they were trying to put you in jail for contempt of. 
court, wasn't I 7 
A. No, sir, they didn't have any trial. . 
Q. I will ask you if you was not cited to appear before 
Thomas J. Shaw in Winston-Salem, North Carolina and also 
Greensboro, North Carolina for contempt of Court? 
A. Yes, sir, you are right. 
Q. For violating a court order? 
A. An order. 
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Q. For violating an order issued by the Judge Y 
A. The -sheriff served a warrant on me and said he told 
me to lock the tanks, and I proved that he did not. 
Q. They issued an order against you citing· you for con-
tempt of courtt ' 
.A~ That is right; you are right .. 
Q. For violating an injunction T 
A. Yes. 
Q. And I was representing yon at that timef 
A. Yes, sir. ·I paid you $75.00. 
Q. Will you get your receipt Y 
A. I can find it. 
Q. Will you produce the receipt where you paid the fee in 
that matter f 
A. I think I can. 
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to. · 
.A. NQbody. 
Q. Well, you brought suit against the Motor Truck and 
Sales Company and J. B. Myers . 
.A. No; sir, I ain't brought no suit against no motor com-
pany-no J. B. Myers. 
Q. Did you know J. B. Myers? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you have any transaction with him on behalf of the 
Motor Truck Sales Company, Incorporated? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Well, you brought suit against bi.m in the sutn of $1,-
222.50? 
A. It was .Stuart Motor Company, not Myers. 
Q. And you brought suit for commission you claimed that 
they were due you Y 
A. That is right, yes, sir. 
Q. In the sum of $1,222.50 Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that 'vas in 1929? 
A. Somewhere around there. I think the date is right. 
Q. And I represented you? 
A. There won't no representing to it. It never did come 
to any trial. 
Q. Well, complaint was filed? 
A. I don't know whether it was filed or not. I never got 
notice of it. 
Q. WP.ll, you signed and filed a suit against him. 
A. Yes, sir, but not against Myers. 
Q. Well, does his name appear as one of the defendants 
there~ (Showing paper to witness). 
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A. I don't know what it is. You have got Myers on here. 
It ought to. be Stuart. 
Q. Did you file an Answer 1 
.A. I could not tell you. 
Q. Well, did they settle with you 7 
A. No, sir. 
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due you $1,222.50 they did not pay you anything Y 
A. Not anything. 
Q. Well, you claimed that you had sold a truck to W. F. 
Murphy, of Reidsville on which you were due commissions 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not swear to that in your com-
plaint! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not swear in your complaint 
that you had been instrumental in selling W. F. ~{urphy a 
Stuart truck, out of which you were due commissions 7 
A. That sale-the truck-I did not have anything to do 
with it. 
Q. Why were you suing them for commission then! 
A. I had a contract with them for Reidsville territory. 
Q. I will ask you if you did not claim the sum of $350.00 by 
rP.ason of a truck sold to the.Leaksville Oil and Gas Corpora-
tionY 
A. I don :tt remember about that. 
Q. Do you deny it. 
A. Yes. 
Mr. Meade: Objection is made to the foregoing questions 
and answers upon the ground that they are irrelevant and 
immaterial to the issues involved. 
Q. When were you adjudged a bankrupt Mr. Dillard 7 
A. I was bankrupt in the first part of 1930, I reckon. 
Q. When did you file your petition in Bankruptcy Y 
A .. I don't remember that. · - · • 
Q. You "Tere adjudged a bankrupt about January 7, 1930? 
A. I think so. 
Q. And this J. M. Brackin note that iou had reference to 
·was executed December 6, 1928, wasn't it Y 
A. I reckon it was, Mr. Stiers, somewhere along· there. 
Q. And I will ask you if suit was not brought on that note 
in November, 1929 7 
A. I reckon it was. 
page 88} Q. I believe you stated that the Brackin judg-
ment was not included in your schedule of assets Y 
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A. I did. 
Q. When you filed your petition in bankruptcy! 
A. Yes. 
Q. You owed the Citizen's Bank of. Reidsville a large 
amount ·of money, didn't you Y 
A. Not a penny on earth. You can't :find aught against 
me. 
Q. There was a large amount of accumulated taxes on 
your property! 
A. I did not have any property. . 
Q. In 1928, I will ask yon if you did not list for taxation 
three lots with a valuation of $300.00, $3,500.00 and $800.00 7 
A. No, sir. 
Q. And that on August 30, 1930, the unpaid taxes was put 
over to the county Attorney for foreclosure procedure! 
A. No, sir. · · · · · 
Q. Well, the Auto Service Stations, Incorporated, brought 
suit against you in September, 1929, did they notf 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You deny that 7 
.A. I deny_ it. · · 
Q~· I Will ask you if that case is not still pendin~ in The 
Superior Court of Rockingham County, North Carolina f 
A. No, sir. · 
Q. I will ask you if in June, 1929, United States Rubber 
001npany, Incorporated, did not bring snit against you 7 
A. No, sir, I paid it. 
Q. I did not ask you about that. I asked you if they did 
not bring suit7 
A.· They did not bring suit against me. 
Q. I will ask you that if on September 23, 1929, if Thomas· 
J. Shaw, Judge of the Superior Court of North Carolina, did 
not sign an order citing you for contempt for violating a re-
straining order directing you to appear on Septemlier 24, 
1929, before him, at the courthouse in Greensboro, at 2 :30 
o'clock P. M. · 
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Three of the oil dealers got together and compro-
mised it. There was not anything to it. 
Q. Well, he issued the order citing you for contempt of 
court, didn't he f 
A. No, sir. 
Ancl further this deponent saith not. 
JAMES H. DILLARD, 
By: HELEN E. BOOTH, 
Notary Public. 
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The foregoing depositions were taken before me at the 
time and place hereinbefore stated and reduced ·to writing, 
and the witness~s authorized me to sign their names theret-o. 
Given under my hand this 26th day of May, 1937. 
HELEN E. BOOTH, 
Notary Public. 
Fee due Notary for depositions $31.25. 
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NOTICE TO TAKE DEPOSITIONS. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
v. 
P. ~. Stiers, et al. 
To P. T. Stiers: 
Take:notice that I will, at the office of Meade and Talbott, 
in the City of Danville, State of Virginia, on the 15th day of 
May, 1937, between the hours of sunri~e and sunset, proceed 
to take the depositions of Elizabeth D. Hall and others, to be 
read as evidence on my behalf in a certain chancery cause 
now pending in the Corporation Court of Danville, wherein 
Elizabeth D. Hall is plaintiff and P. T. Stier$ and W. H. Foy 
are defendants. 
If from any cause the taking of said depositions be not 
commenced or concluded on t~a~ day, the takjng of the same 
will be continued or adjourned from day to day until com~ 
plated. · · 
ELIZABETH R. HALL, 
BY: EDWIN B. MEADE, Counsel. 
Executed this the 26th day of April, 1937, by serving a true 
copy thereof on P. T .. Stiers, in person in the Town of Reids· 
ville, North Carolina. · 
N. A. WINSTEAD. 
State of North Carolina, 
County of Rockingham, to-wit: 
This day personally appeared before me, a Notary Public 
in and for the State and County aforesaid, N. A. Winstead, 
who upon oath stated that he served a true copy of this no-
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tice to take depositions upon P. T. Stiers in person in the 
Town of Reidsville, North Carolina. 
~ · Given under my hand and seal this 26th day of .April, 19'37. 
Seal 
MARY S. DAILEY, 
Notary Public. 
My commission expires Dec. 18, 1937. 
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THIS DEED OF TRUST made and entered into this 23rd 
day of April 1931 between Elizabeth D. Hall, party of the 
:first part, Harry Wooding, Jr., Trustee, party of the second 
part, and P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy, parties of the third 
part. 
WITNESSETH: 
That the party of the first part for and in consideration of 
the sum of Five dollars ($5.00) cash in hand paid by the said 
party of the second part, the receipt ·whereof is hereby 
acknowledged, do hereby bargain, grant, sell and convey with 
general warranty of title unto the said.Harry Wooding, Jr., 
Trustee, all of that certain lot or parcel of land With all im-
provements. thereon and appurtenances thereunto belonging, 
lying :and situate in the city of Danville, County of Pittsyl-
vania, State of Virginia, and more particularly described as 
follows: ·· 
• 
. That certain lot upon which is situate a seven room dwell-
ing house at the corner of Baugh and Oxford Streets, situate 
on the north side of ·Baugh Street and the east side of Oxford 
Street and fronting on Baugh street sixty ( 60) feet, and run-
ning back to a depth of one hundred forty-seven and one-half 
(147%) feet and being all of that certain lot upon which is 
situate said dwelling house. The same being owned by Eliza-
beth D. Hall. And for complete and specific description 
thereof special reference is hereby made to Deed from Ida B. 
Harvey, et als, to Elizabeth L. Cox, now Elizabeth D. Hall, 
which is duly recorded in the office of the Clerk of the Cor-
poration Court for the City of Danville the same as if herein 
set out in full. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the aforesaid lot or parcM of 
land unto the said Harry Wooding, Jr., trustee, and his suc-
cessors forever. 
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IN TRUST to secure to P. T. Stiers the payment of the 
sum of five hundred dollars ($500.00), evidenced 
page 92 } by the note of the party of the first part of even 
date with this deed and payable to P. T. Stiers ten 
months from date at the American National Bank and Trust 
Company, Danville, Virginia, and also to secure all renewals 
and extensions of said note. 
IN TRUST TO SECURE to vV. H. Foy, the payment of the 
sum of Three thousand dollars ($3,000.00) with interest there-
on from date at the rate of six per cent per annum, evidenced 
by the note of the party of the first part of even date with this 
deed and payable May 11th, 1931 toW. H. Foy in the event 
that J. H. Dillard shall fail and neglect to to appear at the 
next term of the· superior court to be held in and for the 
county ·of Rockingham at the Court house in Wentworth, 
North Carolina, on the eleventh day of May, 1931, and that 
the said J. H. Dillard shall not depart the said court without 
leave, and shall appea~ at such other term or terms .of the 
Superior Court to be held in and for said County, at the 
Court House in Wentworth, North Carolina and abide by any 
and all orders and judgments which may be entered by said 
~ourt in the action of State against J. H. Dillard; in which 
event the note secured by this deed of trust payable' to W: H. 
Foy in the sum of three thousand dollars ($3,000.00) shall be 
void. The note given to the said W. H. Foy secured by this 
deed of trust being given to save harmless from a.nd and all 
expense or loss on the part of the said W. H. Foy by reason 
of the said Elizabeth D. Hall. inducing the said W. H. Foy 
to sign for and on behalf of tT. H. Dillard, a brother of the 
said Elizabeth D. Hall a certain recognizance for the said 
J. H. Dillard for his appearance in the Superior Court of 
Rockingham County, State of North Carolina and also to 
secure all renewals and extension~ of said note for any rea-
son whatsoever and continuance of said. action of State 
against J. H. Dillard. 1 
It is understood and agreed that this deed of trust is to be 
enforced under the provisions of Section 5167 of the Code of 
Virginia and is subject to all provisions of said section and 
of this deed. · 
Exemption waived. · 
Subject to all on defa-q.lt. 
Insurance required three thousand dollars ( $3,-
page 93 ~ 000.00). · 
Right of anticipation reserved. 
Shpuld the party of the first part well and truly pay the 
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debt or debts herein secured and make no default therein or 
any part thereof or in the payment of the interest thereon 
when the same shall have become due and payable, then this 
deed is to be void, otherwise it shall remain in full force and 
virtue. ' 
Witness the following signatur- and seal. 
. ELIZABETH D. HALL (Seal) 
Witness: R. H. TUCKER. 
State of North Carolina, 
County of Rockingham, To-wit: 
I, R. H. Tucker, a Notary Public in and for the County of 
Rockingham State of North Carolina do hereby certify that 
Elizabeth D. -Hall, whose name is signed to the foregoing writ-
ing bearing date on the 23rd day of April1931 have acknowl-
edged the same before me in said County and State afore-
said; and the said Elizabeth D. Hall being by me privately ex-
amined separate and apart from her said husband, touching 
her voluntary exection of the same, doth state that she signed 
the same freely and voluntarily, without fear or compulsion 
of her said husband or any other person, and that she doth 
still voluntarily assent thereto. 
Witness my hand and official seal, this 23rd day of April, 
1931. 
R. H. TUCKER, Notary Public. 
{Notary Seal) 
My commission expires Jan. 9, 1932. 
Virginia: 
In the Clerk's office of the Corporation Court· of Danville 
on the 1st day of May, 1931, at 9 o'clock A.M. The foregoing 
deed was admitted to record upon the certificate of acknowl-
edgment endorsed hereon. 
Teste : OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
Copy-Teste :-OTIS BRADLEY, Clerk. 
P. T. Stiers v. Elizabeth D. Ball. 
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J. M. Sharp 
EXHIBIT HALL ''B''. 
Mr. Edwin B. Meade, 
ejo Meade & Meade, 
Danville, Virginia 
Dear Sir: 
SHARP & SHARP 
.Attorneys-at-Law 
Whitsett Building 
Reidsville, N. C. 
March 31. 1932. 
Susie :M. Sharp. 
I am in receipt of a letter from Mrs. Elizabeth L. Hall who 
writes from 34 Baltimore Ave., Schoolfield, Vrrginia, advising 
me that she has· moved back there to live. 
She has also asked me to take her matter up with Mr. Stiers 
to see if he will accept the sum of $100.00 ·for any services 
rendered, the same to be in full satisfaction of note and deed 
of trust which has recorded against Mrs. Hall. 
I am just wondering if it would be better to take this mat-
ter up with him here, or for you to write him direct from Dan-
ville and see what could he done. He has made no move to-
ward collecting this debt and it is possible he thinks Mrs. 
Hall, being in poor health, will not live long, and that by wait-
ing he will be able to collect the whole debt. 
I am submitting this for your consideration and if you 
think it best for me to take the matter up with him direct I 
will do so, but I believe it will have better effect coming by 
mail from you. 
Please advise me what you think about this. 
Yours truly, 
-
SHARP & SHARP, 
BY J .. M. SHABP .. 
• JMS:H. 
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Mr. J. M~ Sharp, 
Attorney-at-Law, 
Reidsville, N. C. 
Dear Sir: 
April 1, 1932. 
I wish to acknowledge receipt of your letter of March 31st, 
and ~n reply wish to say that Mrs. Hall's younger brother 
came in to see me several days ago, and I suggested to him 
that he have Mrs. Hall write you in regard to making a settle-
ment with Mr. Stiers for $100.00, upon the full release of the 
Deed of Trust on the Property. · 
Knowing Mrs. .Hall's temperament · and knowing her 
financial requirements at this time on account of her mother 
having been in the hospital for some time, I felt that it would 
be much better for her to pay Stiers $100.00 and 4i_spose of 
the matter in this way, if it could be done. 
I informed young Dillard that I would make no charges 
for such part as I had taken in the matter, and that his sister 
would only have to settle with you for your services rendered 
her. 
Under these circumstances and inasmuch as I am of the 
opinion that the effect would be the same whether you called 
on Mr. Stiers or I wrote him, I wish to suggest that you see 
him in regard to this matter and have him to understand very 
clearly that unless he is willing to accept the $100.00 in full 
payment of his fee we will proceed to institute a suit for the 
cancellation of the deed of trust. It may be that he would 
accept the $100.00 without having to put him on notice of the 
potential suit. 
With kind regards, I am 
EBM'T. 
Yours very truly, 
page 96 ~ In the Corporation Court for the City of Dan-
ville, Virginia. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
v. 
DECREE. 
P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy. 
Be it remembered that on May 29, 1937, the following De-
cree was entered in the Corporation Court: 
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This cause which has been duly matured and set for hear-
ing came on this day to be heard on the Bill of Complaint and 
exhibits filed therewith, depositions taken on behalf of the 
complainant duly filed in the Clerk's office of this court and 
was arg11ed by counsel. And thereupon the defendant$ . py. · 
Counsel moved the court that they be allowed to :file their 
answer to the Bill in this cause and that they be allowed rea~ 
sonable time in which to take depositions; and thereupon 
plaintiff by counsel objected to the defendant's being allowed 
to file their answer and their being allowed time to take deposi-
tions and moved the court to reject and strike out the answer 
of the defendants and left with the clerk of the Court on 
this date, to-wit: May 29, 1937. ·· 
Thereupon the court being of the opinion that no good 
cause has been shown by the defendants for the filing their 
answers at this time, more than 90 days having elapsed since 
the filing of the complainants bill, and the only reason ad-
vanced as an excuse for the failure to file the answer within 
thA 90 days being that defendants counsel had been SO DUSHY 
engaged in trial work in the courts of Virginia and North 
Carolina that he had not had time to prepare and file said an-
swer, the court doth refuse to allow the defendants to :file 
their answer at this time and doth strike and reject the an-
swer this day left with the clerk prior to the hearing of said 
motion, and doth refuse to allow said defendants to take and 
file proofs in this cause. 
To which action of the court in refusing to allow the de-
fendants to file their answer, and in rejecting and striking 
out the answer of the defendants' left with the clerk of this 
court and in refusing to allow defendants time in which to 
take proofs, defendants by counsel object and except. 
page 97 ~ In the Corporation Court of Danville. 
Elizabeth D. Hall, 
. v. 
DECREE. 
P. T. Stiers and W. H. Foy. 
Be it remembered that on June 4, 1937, the following Final 
Decree was entered in Corporation Court: · 
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This cause came on this day again to be heard upon the 
papers formerly read therein and upon the motion o~ the de-
fendants that the bill of complaint be dismissed for lack of 
jurisdiction of the court over the parties and subject matter 
of this cause, and was argued by counsel. 
On consideration whereof, it appearing that the court has 
proper jurisdiction ~over the subject matter and parties in 
this cauJ~e.;St.:is so decided, adjudged and decreed: 
. ,/( j.: :: •. '~-~· 
· It appe~~ing to the court from the allegations of the bill of 
complaint in this cause which as to. defendant P. T. Stiers, is 
taken for confessed, he having failed to seasonably demur 
plead or answer thereto, and the evidence taken in support 
thereof that the terms and conditions of the $3,000.00 note 
executed by complainant, Elizabeth D. Hall, and payable to 
W. H. Foy and secured by deed of trust on real estate in the 
City of Danville, a copy of which is filed with the bill as ''Ex-
hibit Hall1 '', have been fully complied with· and satisfied and 
that the defendant W. H. Foy has refused to mark said note 
satisfied and release the deed of trust aforesaid, securing said 
note, IT IS ADJUDGED ORDERED AND DECREED: That 
said note. has been fully satisfied, and the Clerk of this court 
is ordered and directed to endorse on the margin of tlie deed 
book wherein said deed of trust is recorded that said note 
for $3,000.00 fully described therein, has been fully satisfied 
and is further directed to release the lien of the deed of trust 
securing said note. · 
Upon further consideration of which, the court is of the 
. opinion that the note in, the amount of $500.00. 
page 98 ~ executed by .complainant to P. T. Stiers was ob-
tained and procured to be made by misrepresenta-
tion and fraud and ought to be cancelled and rescinded, IT IS 
THEREFORE ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DE-
CREED: That said note, bearing date of April 23, 1931, and 
signed as aforesaid, be, and the same is hereby cancelled and 
rescinded and held for naught and to have no more force or 
effect than if the same had never been executed by the party 
who signed the same; and the Clerk of thi,s court is ordered 
and directed to endorse on the margin of the deed book where-
in the deed of trust securing sai~ .note is recorded that said 
note has been cancelled, and is further directed to release the 
lien of the deed of trust securing said note. 
· The defendants herein are directed to pay the cost of this 
cause. 
To which action of the Court in sustaining the jurisdiction 
P. T. Stiers v. Elizabeth D. Hall. 1()3 
thereof, in requiring the deed of trust described in complain-
ant's ''Exhibit ·1" to be released as to the note of $3,000.00, 
secured to W. H. Foy, and the cancellation of the note of 
$500.00 secured therein to P. T. Stiers, and 'in requiring the 
release of said deed of trust seeuring said note of $500.00 and 
in granting judgment against the defendants for the costs of 
this suit, defendants, by eounsel, object and except. 
page 99 ~ Meade, Meade and Talbott, 
. Attorneys-at-Law, 
Danville, Virginia 
Gentlemen: 
TAKE NOTICE, that I will on the 3rd day of August, 1937 
make application to the Clerk of the Corporation Court of 
Danville, Virginia for a transcript of the record in the case 
of Elizabeth D. Hall v. P. T. Stiers, et als., now pending in the 
said Court, for the purpose of making application to the Su-
preme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a writ of error. 
Given under my hand thls 24th day of July, 1937. 
P. T. STIERS. 
Executed on the 24th day of July, 1937, by delivering a 
true copy of the within Notice to Frank Talbott, Jr., in per-
son one of the partners trading 1mder the firm name of Meade, 
Meade and Talbott, in the City of Danville, Virginia, wherein 
he resides. · All done within my bailiwick. · 
I 
Fee 75¢ paid. 
P. H. LYONN, Sergeant, 
City of Danville, Va. 
By: N.E.DIXON,D.S~. 
page 100 } State of Virginia, 
City of Danville, 
I, Otis Bradley, Clerk of the ·Corporation Court of Dan-
ville, Virginia, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a trne 
transcript of the Record and judicial proceedings of said 
court. 
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And I further certify that the defendants P. T. Stiers and 
W. H. Foy has filed with me a written notice to the complain-
ant of their intention to apply for a transcript -of said Record, 
which notice was· duly served upon the complainant. 
Given under my hand this 3rd day of August, 1937. 
OTIS BRADLEY, 
Clerk. 
(Seal) By G. G. BAGLEY, 
Deputy Clerk. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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